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BOOK XVII. 


OF THE EXERCISE OF DISCIPLINE UPON THE CLERGY IN THE ANCIENT 


CHURCH. 


CHAPTER I. 
Of the difference of ecclesiastical censures inflicted on clergymen and 
laymen. 

Sgcr. I. The peculiar notion of communion ecclesiastical, and excommu- 
nication ecclesiastical, as applied to the clergy, t.—II. The clergy usually 
punished by a removal from their office, but not always subjected to 
public penance, as men wholly cast out of the communion of the 
Church, 3.—III. Yet in some special cases both penalties inflicted, 4. 
—IV. Of suspension from their revenues, 5.—V. Of suspension from 
their office, 6.—VI. Of deposition or degradation, 7. 


CHAPTER II. 
Of reducing the clergy to the state and communion of laymen, as a 
puntshment for great offences. 
Sect. I. Lay-communion not the same as communion in one kind only, 
8.—II. Neither does it signify barely communicating among laymen 
without the rails of the chancel, 10.—III. But a total degradation, or 
deprivation of orders, and reduction to the state and condition of lay- 
men, 10.—IV. Clergymen thus reduced seldom allowed to recover their 
ancient station, 12.—V. Notwithstanding the indelible character of or- 
dination, 13.—VI. But sometimes excommunicated, as well as deposed, 
and denied the communion of laymen, 16.—VII. Sometimes removed 
and corrected by the assistance and authority of the secular power, 17. 
—VIII. What meant by the punishment called curie trads, or deliver- 
ing up to the secular court, 17. 
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CHAPTER III. 
Of the punishment called Peregrina Communio, or reducing clergymen tc 
the communion of strangers. 


Sect. I. The several canons wherein this punishment is mentioned, 21.- 
II. The communion of strangers not the same as lay-communion, 22.- 
III. Nor communion in one kind, 23.—IV. Nor communion at tt 
hour of death, 23.—V. Nor the communion of such as were enjoine 
to go on pilgrimage on earth, which was a piece of discipline unknow 
to the Ancients, 24.—VI. Nor any private and peculiar oblation ft 
strangers, 25.— VII. But communicating only as strangers travellin 
without commendatory letters, who might partake of the Church 
charity; but not of the communion of the altar, 25.—VIII. Th 
notion confirmed from several parts of ancient history, 29.—IX. Wh: 
sort of penance was necessary to restore such delinquent clergymen | 
their office and station again, 30. 


CHAPTER IV. 
Of some other special and peculiar ways of inflicting punishment on 
the clergy. 


Sxscr. I. Sometimes the clergy perpetually suspended from their offic 
yet allowed to retain their title and dignity, 33.—II. Sometimes di 
graded not totally, but partially, from one order to another, 35..—II 
Sometimes deprived of a part of their office, but allowed to exercise th 
rest, 36.—IV. Sometimes deprived of their power over a part of the 
flock, but allowed it over the rest, 36.—V. Bishops in Afric punishe 
by depriving them of their seniority, and right of succeeding to tt 
primacy or metropolitical power, 37.—VI. Also by confining them | 
the communion of their own Church, 37.—VII. Or by removing the 
from a greater diocese to a lesser, 38.—VIII. The clergy in gener 
punished by a loss of their seniority among those of their own orde 
39-—IX. The inferior clergy punished by rendering them incapable : 
being promoted to any higher order, 40.—X. The clergy sometim: 
punished by denying them the public exercise of their office, whil 
they were allowed to officiate in private, 42.— XI. Of intrusion « 
offenders into a monastery to do penance in private, 43.—XII. Of co: 
poral punishment. How far used as a piece of discipline upon tl 
inferior clergy, 44. 


CHAPTER V. 


A particular account of the crimes for which clergymen were liable to be 
punished with any of the forementioned kinds of censure. 

Sect. [. All crimes that were punished with excommunication in a la’ 
man, punished with suspension or deprivation in the clergy, 46.—I 
Some crimes rendered an ordination originally void: and for such crim: 
the clergy were immediately liable to be degraded from the very mi 
ment of their ordination ; as, first, for ignorance or heterodoxy in rel 
gion, 47.—II1. Secondly, for great immorality before their ordinatior 
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and for being ordained against any of the known rules of ordination. 
As, if he were a digamist, or married to a widow, or to one that had 
been divorced from another man. If he were ordained amode\vupévas, 
without being fixed to some particular diocese. If he were ordained 
without letters dimissory against the consent of his own bishop; or with- 
out the consent of any of the parties that had a right to vote in his elec- 
tion. If any bishop was ordained, who had before been degraded from 
his orders. Or if he was ordained into a full see, where another was re- 
gularly ordained before him. If any was an energumen, or under the 
agitation of an evil spirit, when he was ordained. If any had volun- 
tarily mangled his own body ; if any one was ordained who had never 
been baptized, or not baptized in due form, or was baptized by heretics, 
or re-baptized by them; if any made use of the secular powers to gain 
a promotion in the Church; if a bishop ordained any of his own un- 
worthy kindred ; if a bishop clandestinely ordained his own successor 
without the consent of the metropolitan or a provincial council; or if 
two bishops clandestinely ordained a bishop without the consent of their 
fellow bishops and the metropolitan: in all these cases the clergy so 
ordained were liable to be deposed for transgressing the rules of ordina- 
tion, 48.—IV. No remedy allowed in this case by doing public penance 
for offences. For all public penitents were for ever incapable of ordina- 
tion. And if any such were ordained, they were immediately liable to 
be deposed and degraded, 55.—V. Some impediments of ordination 
arising from men’s outward state and condition in the world vere also 
sometiines occasions of deprivation. As, if any soldier was ordained, 
or any slave or vassal without the consent of his master; or any member 
of a civil corporation, or any of the curiales in the Roman government, 
57.—VI. What crimes might occasion the deprivation of the clergy, or 
other censures to befal them, in the performance of their office, or rather 
non-performance of it after ordination. Clergymen to be censured for 
contempt of the canons in general, 58.—VII. More particularly for 
negligence in their duty, 59.—VIII. For neglecting to use the public 
liturgy, Lord’s Prayer, hymns, &c., 59.—IX. For making any alteration 
in the form of baptism, 60.—X. For not frequenting divine service 
daily, 61.—XI. For meddling with secular offices, 61.—-XII. For de- 
serting their own church without license, to go to another, 63.—XIII. 
For officiating after the condemnation of a synod, 64.—XIV. For ap- 
pealing from the censure of a provincial synod to any foreign Churches, 
64.—XV. For refusing to end controversies before bishops, and flying 
to a secular tribunal, 65.—X VI. For suffering themselves to be re-bap- 
tized or re-ordained, 69.—XVII. For denying themselves to be clergy- 
men, 70.—XVIII. For publishing apocryphal books, 70.—XIX. For su- 
perstitious abstinence from flesh, wine, &c. 71.—XX. For eating of 
blood, 72.—X XI. For contemning the fasts or festivals of the Church, 
73-—XXII. For not observing the rules about Easter, 74.—X XIII. For 
wearing an indecent habit, 75.—X XIV. For keeping hawks or hounds, 
and following any unlawful diversions, 76.—XXV. For suspicious co- 
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habitation with strange women, 78.—X XVI. For marrying after ordina- 
tion, 79.—XXVII. For retaining an adulterous wife, 80.—XXVIII. For 
non-residence, 81.—X XIX. For attempting to hold preferment in two 
dioceses, 82.—XXX. For needless frequenting of public inns and ta- 
verns, 83.—X X XI. For conversing familiarly with Jews, heretics, or 
Gentile philosophers, 83.—X XXII. For using over-rigorous severity 
towards lapsers, 84.—X XXIII. For want of charity to indigent clergy- 
men in their necessity, 84.—XXXIV. For judging in cases of blood, 85. 
—XXXV. Crimes for which bishops in particular might be suspended 
or degraded. For giving ordinations contrary to the canons, 86.— 
XXXVI. For neglecting to put the laws of discipline in execution, 87. 
—XXXVII. For dividing their diocese, and erecting new bishoprics 
without leave. Or for extending their claim to other men’s rights be- 
yond their own limits and jurisdiction, 88.—X XXVIII. For not attend- 
ing provincial Councils, 89.—-XX XIX. For oppressing the people with 
unjust exactions, 90..—XL. For harbouring such as fled from another 
diocese without leave, 90.—XLI. Chorepiscopi might be censured for 
acting heyond their commission, 91.—XLII. And presbyters for usurp- 
ing upon the episcopal office, 91.—XLIII. And deacons for assuming 
offices and privileges ahove their order and station, 92. 


BOOK XVIII. 


OF THE SEVERAL ORDERS OF PENITENTS, AND THE METHOD OF 
PERFORMING PUBLIC PENANCE IN THE CHURCH, BY GOING 
THROUGH THE SEVERAL STAGES OF REPENTANCE. 


CHAPTER I. 
A particular account of the several orders of penitents in the Church. 


Sect. I. Penitents divided into four distinct orders or stations, 94.—II. 
The first original of this distinction, 95.—III. Of the first order, called 
flentes, or mourners, 96.—IV. Of the second order called audientes, or 
hearers, 98.—V. Of the third order, called prostrators, or kneelers, and 
penitents in the strictest sense, 99.—VI. Of the fourth order called 
conststentes, or co-standers, 100. 


CHAPTER II. 
Of the ceremonies used in admitting penitents to do public penance, and the 
manner of performing public penance in the Church. 


Sect. I. Penitents first admitted to penance by imposition of hands, 102. 
—II. At which time they were obliged to appear before the bishop with 
sackcloth and ashes upon their heads. This ceremony anciently not con 
fined to Ash- Wednesday, or the beginning of Lent, but persons were ad- 
mitted to penance at uny time, as the bishop judged most proper in his 
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own discretion, 102.—III. Penitents obliged to cut off their hair, or go 
veiled, as another token of sorrow and mourning, 106.—1V. Penitents 
to abstain from bathing and feasting, and other innocent diversions 
of life, 108.—V. Penitents to observe all the public fasts of the Church, 
109.—VI. Penitents to restrain themselves in the use of the conjugal 
state, 109.——VII. For which reason no married persons were admitted 
to penance, but by consent of both parties, 109.—-VIII. Penitents not 
allowed to marry in the time of their penance, 110.—IX. Penitents 
obliged to pray kneeling, whilst others prayed standing, on all festivals 
and days of relaxation, 110.—X. Penitents obliged to show great 
liberality to the poor, 111.—XI. And to minister and serve the Church 
in burying the dead, 111. 


CHAPTER III. 


A particular account of the Exomologesis, or Penitential Confession of the 
ancient Church ; shewing tt to be a different thing from the private or 
auricular confession introduced by the Church of Rome. 


Secr. I. The gross mistake of those who make the ezomologesis of the 
ancient Church to signify auricular confession, 112.—II. No necessity 
of auricular confession ever urged by the ancient Church, 115.— III. 
This proved further from the practice of the Ancients in denying all 
manner of absolution to some relapsing sinners, without excluding them 
from the mercy and pardon of God, upon confession to him alone, 121. 
—IV. And from above twenty considerations of the like nature, 125.— 
V. Yet private confession allowed and encouraged in sume cases.—As 
first, for lesser sins, men were advised mutually to confess to one 
another, to have each other’s prayers and assistance, 129.—VI. Secondly, 
in case of injuries done to private persons, men were obliged to confess, 
and ask pardon of the injured party, 132.—VII. Thirdly, when they 
were under any troubles of conscience they were advised to make private 
confession to a minister, to have his counsel and direction, 132.—VIII. 
Fourthly, to take his advice also, whether it was proper to do public 
penance for private offences, 133.—IX. Fifthly, when there was any 
danger of death arising from the laws of the State against certain 
offences, 136.—X. Sixthly, private confession was also required in case 
of private admonition for offences, 137.—XI. The office of the peniten- 
tlary priest set up in many Churches to receive and regulate such 
private confessions, 137.—XII. This office was afterwards abrogated in 
the East by Nectarius, and men were left to their liberty as to what 
concerned private confession, 138. 


CHAPTER IV. 
Of the great rigour, strictness, and severity of the discipline, and penance of 
the ancient Church. 
Ssct. I. Public penance ordinarily allowed but once to any sort of sin- 
ners, 141.—II. Some sinners held under a strict penance all their lives 
to the very hour of death, 145.—III. Such as were absolved upon a 
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death-bed were obliged to perform their ordinary penance if they 
recovered, 147.—IV. Some sinners were denied communion at their 
last hour, 150.—V. How this may be vindicated and cleared from the 
charge Of Novatianism, 155.—-VI. This rigour abated in after-ages, 
without any reflection on the preceding practice, 158.—VII. What 
liberty was allowed to bishops in imposing of penance, and exacting 
proper satisfaction of sinners. Some sinners allowed to do penance 
twice, 160.—VIII. Bishops had also power to moderate the term of 
penance upon just occasion, 162.—IX. And this was the true ancient 
notion of an indulgence, 163.—X. Which was sometimes granted at the 
intercession of the martyrs or the instance of the civil magistrate, 163. 
—XI. Bishops had also a power to alter the nature of the penalty in 
some measure, as well as the term of it, 165.—XII. What the Ancients 
mean by the term, legitima penttentia, 166.—XIII. What meant by the 
phrase, inter hyemantes orare, 166. 


BOOK XIX. 
OF ABSOLUTION, OR THE MANNER OF READMITTING’ PENITENTS 
INTO THE COMMUNION OF THE CHURCH AGAIN. 


CHAPTER I. 


Of the nature of absolution, and the several sorts of it: more particularly 
of such as relate to the penitential discipline of the Church. 


Sect. I. All church-absolution only ministerial, not absolute, 171.—II. Of 
the grand absolution of baptism. That this was of no use in penitential 
discipline to persons once baptized, 174.—III. Of the absolution granted 
by the eucharist, 178.—IV. Of absolution declaratory and effective by 
the administration of the word and doctrine, 181.—V. Of the precatory 
absolution given by imposition of hands and prayer, 182.—VI. Of the 
judicial absolution of penitents by restoring them to the peace and full 
communion of the Church, 186. 


CHAPTER II. 


Of the circumstances, rites, and customs anciently observed in the public 
absolution of sinners. 


Sect. I. No sinners anciently absolved till they had performed their 
regular penance, except in case of imminent death, 188.—II. Penitents 
publicly reconciled in sackcloth at the altar, 190.—JI1. Sometimes more 
publicly before the apsis, or reading-desk, 1g1.-—IV. Absolution at the 
altar always given in a supplicatory form by imposition of hands and 
prayer, 192. V. Absolution in the indicative forin, Ego te absolvo, not 
used till the twelfth century, 198.—VI. In what sense that form may 
be allowed, 198.—VII. Why chrism or unction was sometimes added 
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to imposition of hands in the reconciliation of certain heretics and 
echismatics to the Church, 201.—VIII. Why some heretics could be 
Teconciled no other way but by a new baptism, 205.—IX. What con- 
ditions were required of those who fell from the Church into any 
heresy or schism, when they were reconciled to the Church again, 206. 
—X. Of the time of absolution, 208.—XI. How the Church absolved 
some penitents, and received them into communion after death, 209. 


CHAPTER III. 
Of the minister of ecclesiastical discipline, and particularly of the minister 
of absolution. 


Sect. I. All the power of discipline primarily lodged in the hands of 
the bishop, 212.—II. This in many cases committed to presbyters, 
either by a general or particular commission, 212.—III. And to deacons 
also, 214.—IV. How far, and in what sense, absolution might be said 
to be given by a layman, 215. 


BOOK XX. 
OF THE FESTIVALS OBSERVED IN THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH. 


CHAPTER I. 
Of the distinction to be made between civil and ecclesiastical festivals. 


Secr. I. What meant by the civil festivals, 221.— II. Of the ferie estive, 
or thirty days of vacation in the harvest month, and the ferie autumna- 
les, 222.— III. Of the kalends of January, 225.—IV. Of the emperors’ 
birthdays, 228.—V. Of the natales urbium, or the two feria in memory 
of the foundation of Rome and Constantinople, 230. 


CHAPTER II. 
Of the original and observation of the Lord’s-day among Christians. 


Sect. I. The Lord’s-day of continued observation in the Church from the 
days of the Apostles, under the names of Sunday, the Lord’s-day, the 
first day of the week, and the day of breaking bread, &c., 232.—II. All 
proceedings at law forbidden and suspended on this day, except such 
as were of absolute necessity or great charity: as manumission of 
slaves, &c., 236.—III. All secular business forbidden, except such as 
necessity or charity compelled men to, as gathering of their fruits in 
harvest, by some laws, 239.—IV. No public games, or shows, or ludi- 
crous recreations allowed on this day, 248.—V. All fasting prohibited 
on this day, even in the time of Lent, 254.—VI. And all prayers offered 
in the standing posture on the Lord’s-day, in memory of our Saviour’s 
resurrection, 258.—VII. The great care and concern of the primitive 
Christians in the religious observation of the Lord’s-day. This demon- 
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strated, firat, from their constant attendance upon all the solemnities 
of public worship, 258.—VIII. Secondly, from their zeal in frequenting 
religious assemblies, even in times of persecution, 259.—IX. Thirdly, 
from their studious observation of the vigils, or nocturnal assemblies 
preceding the Lord’s-day, 261.—X. Fourthly, from their attendance 
upon sermons in many places twice on this day, 261.—XI. Fifthly, 
from their attendance on evening prayers, where there was no sermon, 
262.—XII. Sixthly, from the censures inflicted on those who violated 
the laws concerning the religious observation of the Lord’s-day, 264. 


CHAPTER III. 
Of the observation of the Sabbath or Saturday as a weekly festival. 


Sgct. I. The Saturday, or Sabbath, always observed in the Eastern 
Church as a festival, 266.—II. Observed with the same religious 
solemnities as the Lord’s-day, 268.—III. But in some other respects 
the preference was given to the Lord’s-day, 269.—IV. Why the ancient 
Church continued the observation of the Jewish Sabbath, 271.—V. Why 
it was kept as a festival in the Oriental Church, 272.—VI. And why a 
fast in the Roman, and some other of the Latin Churches, 274. 


CHAPTER IV. 
Of the Festival of Christ’s Nativity and Epiphany. 


Sect. I. The Nativity of Christ anciently by some said to be in May, 279. 
—II. By others fixed to the day of Epiphany, or sixth of January, 280. 
—III. In the Latin Church always observed on the twenty-fifth of 
December, 284.—IV. The original of this festival derived from the 
apostolical age by some ancient writers, 28°.—V. This festival observed 
with the same religious veneration as the Lord’s-day, 287.—VI. Of 
Epiphany as a distinct festival, 29z.—VII. Why this day called by some 
the Second Epiphany, and Dies Luminum, the Day of Lights, 294.— 
VIII. Celebrated as all other great festivals, and in one respect more 
noted, as being in the Greek Church one of the three solemn times of 
baptism, 295.—IX. Notice usually given on Epiphany concerning the 
time of Easter in the ensuing year, 297. 


CHAPTER V. 
Of Easter, or the Paschal Festival. 


Sect. I. The Paschal solemnity anciently reckoned fifteen days, the whole 
week before and the week after Easter Sunday, 299.—I1. Great disputes 
in the Church concerning this festival, some observing it on a fixed day 
every year, 300.—III. Others observing it, with the Jews, on the 
fourteenth day of the moon, whatever day of the week that happened 
upon, 302.—IV. They who kept it on the Lord’s-day did not always 
agree to fix it on the same Lord’s-day, by reason of their different 
calculations, 309.—V. But they all agreed to pay a great respect and 
honour to it, as to the day of our Lord’s resurrection, 317.—VI. On this 
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day the emperors granted a general release to the prisons, and pardoned 
all criminals, except some few that were guilty of crimes of a more 
unpardonable nature, 318.—VII. At this time also it was usual more 
than ordinarily for men to show their charity to slaves by granting 
them their freedom, 323.— VIII. And to the poor by liberal donations, 
323.—IX. The whole week after Easter-day celebrated with sermons, 
communions, &c., as part of the same festival, 324.—X. All public 
games prohibited during this whole season, 325.—XI. And all pro- 
ceedings at law, except in some special and extraordinary cases, 326.— 
XII. The Sunday after Easter, commonly called Dominica Nova, and 
Dominica in Albis, observed with great solemnity, as the conclusion of 
the Paschal festival, 327. 


CHAPTER VI. 
Of Pentecost, or Whitsuntide. 


Secr. I. Pentecost taken in a double sense among the Ancients. First, 
for the fifty days between Easter and Whitsuntide; and secondly, for 
the single day of Pentecost, 328.—II. During which time the Church 
chiefly exercised herself in reading and meditating upon the Acts of the 
Apostles, as the great confirmation of our Lord’s resurrection, 329.— 
III. All fasting and kneeling at prayers prohibited at this season, as on 
the Lord’s-day, 331.—IV. And all public games and stage-plays; but 
not pleading at law forbidden, or bodily labour, 332.—V. Of Ascension- 
day, its antiquity and observation, 333.—VI. Of Pentecost in the 
stricter sense, as denoting the festival of the descent of the Holy Ghost 
upon the Apostles, 337. 


CHAPTER VII. 
Of the Festivals of the Apostles and Martyrs. 


Sect. I. The original of the festivals of martyrs, 339.—II. Why called 
their natalitia, or birthdays, 340.—III. These festivals usually kept at 
the graves of the martyrs, 342.—IV. And mostly confined to those par- 
ticular churches where the martyrs suffered and lay buried, 343.—V. 
Usual to read the Acts or Passions of the Martyrs on their proper 
festivals, 344.—VI. And to make panegyrical orations upon them, 346. 
—VII. The communion always administered upon these days, 350.— 
VIII. And herein a particular commemoration of the martyrs was 
made, called the oblation, or sacrifice of praise and thanksgiving to God 
for them, and prayer for a general consummation and happy resurrec- 
tion, 351.—IX. The night preceding any of these festivals commonly 
observed as a vigil, with psalmody and prayers, 353.—X. Common en- 
tertainments made by the rich for the use of the poor upon these 
festivals at the graves of the martyrs, till abuses caused them to be laid 
aside, 353.—XI. What festivale observed in memory of the Apostles, 
359-—XII. The festival of the Holy Innocents, 361.— XIII. The festival 
of the Maccabees, 363.— XIV. Of the general festival of all the martyrs, 
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CHAPTER VIII. 
Of some other festivals of a later date and lesser observation. 


Sect. I. Of the encenia, or feasts of dedications of churches, 368.—11. 
Of the anniversary festivals of bishops’ ordinations, 369.—III. Of fes- 
tivals kept in memory of any great deliverances or signal mercies vouch- 
safed by God to his Church, 373.—IV. Of the feast of the Annunciation, 
375.—V. Of the festival called Hypapante, afterward Purification and 
Candlemas-day, 376.—VI1. The original of festivals in honour of con- 
fessors and other holy men, 379. 


BOOK XXl1. 


OF THE FASTS IN USE IN THE ANCIENT CHURCH. 


CHAPTER I. 
Of the Quadragesimal or Lent fast. 


Sect. I. What this fast was originally, forty days or forty hours, 381.— - 
II. Some probability that at first it was only a fast of forty hours, or 
the two days from the passion to the resurrection, 383.—III. Great 

- variety in point of time observable in the celebration of this fast in 
many Churches, 386.—IV. Lent consisted not of above thirty-six fast- 
ing days in any Church till the time of Gregory the Great, because all 
Sundays were universally excepted out of the fast, and all Saturdays 
except one in all the Eastern Churches, 388.—V. Who first added Ash 
Wednesday and the other three days in the Roman Church to the 
beginning of Lent, 389.—VI. Whether the Ancients reputed Lent to 
be an apostolical institution, 390.—VII. In what sense some of them 
say it is a divine institution, 392.—VIII. How far allowed to be a 
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the Saturday or Great Sabbath before Easter, 434. 


CHAPTER II. 
Of the fasts of the Four Seasons ; of monthly fasts, and the original of 
Ember weeks and Rogation days. 

Sect. I. The fast of March, or the first month, the same with the Lent 
fast, 439.— II. ‘The fast of Pentecost, 440.—III. The fast of the seventh 
month, or the Autumnal fast, 442.—_1V. The Advent or Nativity fast, 
called the fast of December, or the tenth month, 442.—V. The fast at 
Epiphany, 443.—VI. Of monthly fasts, 443.—VII. The original of the 
four Ember weeks, or ordination-fasts, 444.—VIII. The original of the 
rogation-fast, 445. 

CHAPTER III. 
Of the weekly fasts of Wednesdays and Fridays, or the stationary days of 
the Ancient Church. 

Szct. I. The original of these fasts, 448.—II. The reasons of their insti- 
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OF THE EXERCISE OF DISCIPLINE AMONG THE CLERGY 
IN THE ANCIENT CHURCH. 


CHAP. I. 
Of the dufference between ecclesiastical censures inflicted on 
clergymen and laymen. 

1. We have hitherto taken a general view of the discipline The pecn- 
of the Church, as it respected all the members of the commu- pr pentittg 
nity falling into the several crimes deserving excommunication. nio ecolesi- 
But to have a complete notion and full comprehension of the 7 and 
Church’s discipline we are to consider there were some punish-. nioutio ec- 
ments peculiar to the clergy, and some censures so particularly a cated 
respecting their office and function, that they could only be in- 7 the 
flicted on them, and not upon laymen. In regard to which, ~~” 
clerical communion and lay-communion were always considered 
as distinct things; and a man might be deprived of the former, 
whilst he was allowed to enjoy the benefit and privilege of the 
latter; and even that, which was many times a very great 
punishment in a clergyman or ecclesiastical person, was no 
punishment at all in a secular person or layman. For there 
was no suspension from office or benefit, no degradation or 
deposition, no reduction to lay-communion, that could affect a 
layman, as they were punishments: but all these were great 
punishments as inflicted on the clergy, because they deprived 
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them of those special honours and advantageous privileges that 
were peculiar to their function. In reference to which things 
we sometimes find the terms communio ecclesiastica, and ex- 
communicatio ecclesiastica, ecclesiastical communion, and 
ecclesiastical excommunication, used in a peculiar and re- 
strained sense, not for communion or excommunication in 
general, but for admission to, or expulsion from, these particu- 
lar honours and advantages, which were peculiarly appropriated 
to ecclesiastical persons, or such as were of the clerical order 
and function. Therefore, though some canons! take suspension 
From ecclesiastical communion for suspension of laymen from 
the communion of the eucharist or the prayers of the Church; 
yet other canons, speaking of the clergy and their punish- 
ment, take ecclesiastical communion in amore restrained sense, 
for communicating in the offices of the clerical function. So 
that a clergyman was said to be excommunicated when he was 
deprived of the power of exercising the offices of his function ; 
and such an excommunication does not always imply that he 
was wholly cast out of all communion with the Church, but 
only communion as specified with this limitation and restriction. 
This distinction is noted by Balsamon?, and Zonaras3, and 
many other learned men‘ after them: and it is necessary to 


1 Vid. C. Agathens. c. 37. (t. 4. 
p. 1389 c.) Itaque censuimus homi- 
cidas et falsos testes a communione 
ecclesiastica submovendos, nisi po- 
nitentize satisfactione crimina ad- 
missa ee Parohineach 4. ¢. 
19. (t.5. p. 384 d.) Quicunque pro 
devouons ets oblationis studio ali 
quid in campellis vel in vineolis, 
etiam absque scriptura, probatur ec- 
clesiz contulisse ; si postmodum vel 
ipse, vel heredes ejus, quacunque 
occasione auferre a jure hoc ecclesiz 
vel alienare voluerint, quoad usque 
a tali intentione discedant, aut per- 
versa restituant, a communione ec- 
clesiastica suspendantur.—Conf. C. 
Aurelian. 5. c.16. (ibid. p. 395 a.) 
Quisquis etiam aut majorum aut 
mediocrium onarum, &c. 

2 Inc. 16. C. Niceen. (ap. Bevereg. 
Pandect. t.1.p.77 8.) Aé8oxraz. . rovs 
peraxadoupevous KAnpixovs Trapd Tov 
Xetporoyvnadyrwy avrovs, Kai 7 retOo- 
peévous avaorpepety, dxowvaynrovus av- 


rous elvat, ffyouv, uy mapayopeic bat 
oumepoupyety rovrots’ eis rovro y 

#1) Kowwovety exAapPaverat, ov pny els 
TO pn exxAnoralew, f els rd pn pera- 
AapBdvey roy ayracparoy, x. 7. A. 

3 In eund. can. (ap. Bevereg. ibid. 
c.) Oluas roivyy émi rov mapdvros 
xavdvos Td akowornrous elvat, ovrws 
voeioOar, Fyouv, pn ovyKowwwvery av- 
rots tous leparixovs Ondadn* aAdad 
arorperecOar Td oumepoupyeiy avrois 
ToUs TotoUTOUS’ Kowwwviay éyraiéa Tey 
ayiwy marépwv ovyl ry perdAnyw 
TOY ayiacparey dvoyacdyroy, adAa 
Thy tTav iepdy oupperaxeipnow Kal 
xoworpagiay, kal rd ovdetroupyeiy 
Tois, otomep mpoondboy. 

4 Albaspin. Observ. 1.1 c. 2. (ad 
calc. Optat. p. roe.) De ecclesiastica 
[communione] hoc nunc _habeo, 
quod tot genera et species hujusce 
communionis censerentur, quot sunt 
ordinum gradus, et quot modis ab 
his gradibus excidere poterant cle- 
ricl; qui enim in episcopum [leg. 
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be observed, for the right understanding of many ancient 
canons®, where the words dxowdvrros, ddpoptopos, exxnpvtrecOat, 
which signify excommunication, can have no other meaning, as 
applied to the clergy, but only.to denote their degradation or 
suspension. 

2. This may be confirmed from an observation that has been The clergy 
made once before in a former Book ©, that some ancient canons brs SP 
expressly forbid the clergy to be punished by the ordinary by ® r- 
way of excommunication, which implies a total removal from their office, 


moval from 
the communion of the Church; but thought it sufficient to but not al- 
ways sub- 


epocepaa)| allectus esset, longe 
ia ratione hujusce communitatis 
erat iceps, tas qui sola diaco- 
natus aut presbyteriatus dignitate 
pollebat. Rursus cum nonnunquam 
evenire posset, ut gradus sui honore 
is non privaretur, cui tamen ob ali- 
quod crimen ejusdem gradus munia 
obire non liceret, exempli causa, 
sedis et consessus honor Sylar 
episcopo relinqui poterat, cui verbi 
divini sdlininistratic, nitentize con- 
cessio, et cztere ejusmodi episco- 
patus partes interdicte et prohibite 
essent ; huic ergo, quamvis episcopo, 
non eadem erat pars, nee s#qua om- 
nino in eadem communione cum 
ceteris episcopis, quod videlicet de 
ea non nihil amisisset, et jus illud 
imminutum esset.... Preterea no- 
tandum est, quotiescunque in cano- 
nibus a communione clerici seclu- 
duntur, quamvis nihil aliud adjec- 
tum sit, quo genus *communionis 
significetur, id de ecclesiastica com- 
munione esse accipiendum: que ab 
lisdem ecclesiastica, nonnunquam 
etiam sacerdotalis vocatur.— Habert. 
Archierat., ad Censur. Pontif. ob- 
serv.5. (p. 745.) Non est contem- 
nendum, quod monet aptissime Mo- 
rimus, suspensionem significari ali- 
quando nomine rot ddopicpoi, sepa- 
rationts, quoties intentatur clericis 
ante depositionem, quasi eis eucha- 
ristica rea communio relinqua- 
tur; sola vero ecclesiastica, que ad 
ordinis et ministerii exsecutionem 
spectat, ad tempus interdicatur: ut 
Apostol. Can. 45.—Suicer. Thes. 
Eccles. voce, "Adopropds. (t. 1. p. 
6oo a. ad calc.) Est levior excommu- 


nicatio clericorum, que est privatio 
communionis ecclesiastice, seu se- 
gregatio et suspensio eorum ab ofh- 
cio. Atque de hac segregatione in- 
telligendus est Canon 43. Apostol. 
(CC. [c. 42.] t.1. p. 36 b.) ‘Yodid- 
Kovos, 4) dvayvoorns, } WadArTys, rad 
Spo raw, } mavodcbe, Fj a 
(é00a" woavrws Kai Aaixoi. Hypo- 
diaconus, aut lector, aut cantor, si- 
milia factens; (nempe iis, quze canone 
pon precedente episcopi, pres- 
yteri, et diaconi facere vetantur, 
xuBors axordfew xat pebas, alee 
vacare aut hao Py 2 Cte: vel 
segregetur....C. 66. (CC. [c. 55. 
ibid. p.37 d.) Et res xAnpixds Pie 
mpeoButepov h Sidxovov, adopi(ér da. 
...€.57. (CC. [c. 56.] ibid.) Ei res 
KAnpixds yoddy, 7 xwddy, h rupAdy, 
ras Bdoets memAnypevoy xAevdacet, 
= aaa @aavTws Kal daixds.... 
ide etiam cc. 6, 45, 58, 59, 62. (ap. 
CC. [cc.5, 44,57, 58, 71.] ibid. pp. 
25d. 36b. 37d, e. 41 b.) In his 
canonibus 76 rov agopiopov émri- 
poov, ut loquitur Theophylactus in 
1. ad Tim. 1. ad v. 20. p. 753. notat 
privationem communionis ecclesias- 
tice, seu segregationem clericorum 
et suspensionem ab officio: ita enim 
dgopioGevres non possunt pyde drws 
ieparixdy rt evepyerv, ullum officium 
sacerdotale obire, ut de hac ado- 
ptopov specie scribit Balsamon ad 
can. 79. Concilii Carthaginensis, 


P- 104. 
Vid. Cc. Apost. 6, 43, 45, 54, 
57, 58, 59, 72. See them, as cited 
by Suicer, in the preceding note. 
6 B. 6. ch. 2. 8. 2. v. 2. pp. 200, 
201. 
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jected to punish them by a removal from their office; and that because 
public pe- . : 
nance, as it was not proper to punish men doubly for the same offence. 


Por wholly « If a bishop, presbyter, or deacon,’ says one of the Apostolical 

out of i eine oe : 

thecom- Canons’, ‘be taken in fornication, perjury, or theft, he shall 

Gace be deposed, but not excommunicated: for the Scripture says, 
Thou shalt not punish twice for the same crime.’ And the 
like rule is preseribed in the Canons of Peter, bishop of 

Alexandria, and those of St. Basil 9. 

8. Yet for some more flagrant crimes both penalties were 
inflicted, as appears from the same Apostolical Canons’, which 
order, ‘that if any clergyman was found guilty of simony, or 
any such heinous offence, he should not only be deposed from 
his office, but be cast out of the Church.’ And a great many 
learned men !! are of opinion, that this was the constant prac- 
tice of the Church even in the three first ages, when the 
Apostolical Canons were most in force. It is certain it was so 
in the time of Cyprian: for he, speaking of Novatus !2, who 
was guilty of murder in causing his own wife by a blow to mis- 


Yet in some 


cases both 


penalties 
inflicted. 


7 C. 25. [al. 24.] (Cotel. (c. 18.] 
Vv. I. p. 440.) 'Erioxomos, f mpeoBv- 
repos, 9 Sudxovos, 6 [al. eri] ropveig, 

émopxia, f} KNom Gdous, xadat- 
petabw, xail pr adopiferdw" reyes 
yap 1 Tpadn, Ovx exdanoes dis eri 
rd auré 


8 C. 10. See before, b. 6. ch. 2. 
8. 2. V. 2. p. 201. D. 47. 

9 Ce. 3, 32,51. See ibid. n. 46. 

10 Cc. Apost. 29, 30, 51. See 
ibid. nn. 48, 49. 

11 Pagi, Crit. in Baron. an. 67. 
n. 15. (al. 19.] (t.4. p. 57) Sic in- 
telligendus etiam Leo in Epistola 2. 
ad Rusticum Narbonensem episco- 
pum in I[nquisitione secunda, ubi 
ait: Alienum est a consuetudine ec- 
clesiastica, ut qui presbyteralt ho- 
nore aut tn dtacont gradu fuerint 
consecrati, 1% pro crimtne aliquo suo 
per manus tmpositionem remedium 
acciptant penitendi; quod sine dubto 
ex apostolica tradittone descendit. 
Quibus ex verbis eruitur, inquit 
Quesnellus, minoris ordinis cleri- 
cos, inter quos subdiaconi numera- 
Lantur, non semper agendz pceni- 
tentiz lege exemptos fuisse. Sed 
quod hanc disciplinam a consuetu- 


dine ecclesiastica, immo ex aposto- 
lica traditione arcessit Leo, illud 
benigne intelligendum: nec enim 
de hac traditione uspiam apparet, 
cum potius tnbus fere primis se- 
culis clericos etiam majores pceni- 
tentize publice fuisse subjectos mul- 
tis probet Morinus in Commentario 
de Poenitentia.— Quesnel. Not. in 
Leo. Ep. ad Rustic. Narbonnens. 
(ap. Pagi, ibid.) See the foregoing 
passage.—Morin. de Peenitent. 1. 4. 
c. 12. tot. (pp. 191, seqq.) Eodem 
tempore, &c.—Fell. Not. in Cypr. 
Ep. 4. ad Pompon. p. 4. (p. 174. 
n. 7.) Pro recepto diu in ecclesia 
more, in laicorum crimina excom- 
municatione reliquisque_ ecclesize 
censuris, at clericorum depositione 
animadverti solitum. Sed tribus 
primis seculis, episcopos, presby- 
teros, et diaconos peenitentize publi- 
cz et manuum imponi [leg. imposi- 
tioni], sicut laicos, obnoxios fuisse, 
res est manifesta. 

12 Ep. 49. Go 52.] ad Cornel. 
p: 97- (pp. 233, 239.) .... Propter 
oc se non de presbyterio tantum, 
sed et communicatione prohibere 
pro certo tenebat, &c. 
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carry, says, ‘that for this crime he was not only to be de- 
graded, or expelled the presbytery, but to be deprived of the 
communion of the Church also.’ And in the following ages 
there are innumerable examples of this practice, as the learned 
reader may satisfy himself by consulting the passages re- 
ferred }3 to in the margin. 

4. Now that, which we are concerned at present to inquire Of suspen- 
after, are those punishments which particularly affected the thor reve- 
clergy : and these were of three sorts; such as respected their ves. 
maintenance, such as respected their office, and such as re- 
spected their persons in corporal chastisement and correction. 

Sometimes they were punished in their maintenance by with- 
drawing the usual portion of the Church’s revenues, which was 
allotted to them out of the public stock for their maintenance 
and subsistence. The revenues of the Church, as has been 
observed in a former Book '4, were usually divided among the 
clergy once a month, whence it had the name of divisio men- 


18 C. Neocexsar. c. 1. (t. 1. p. 
1480 e.) IpeoBurepos day ynun, THs 
rafews auroy perariBecOas’ cdv d¢ 
wopvevoy, 7 porxevon, eLabeirOa 
airy reAeov, ai dyerOa airoy eis 
peravocay. If a presbyter marries, 
he arog be removed from his order : 

but sf he commits forntcation or 
adultery, he shall be wholly expelled 
the Church, and reduced i - dis- 
cipline of repentance.—Vi A 
thens. c. 8. (t. 4. p. 1384 a) “id 
etiam placuit, ut clericus, si, relicto 
officio suo propter districtionem, ad 
orum judicem fortasse confu- 
gerit, et [is ad quem recurrit] sola- 
tium ei defensionis impenderit, cum 
eodem de ecclesiz communione pel- 
latur.—Conf. c. 42. (ibid. p.1390d.) 
Hoc quicunque clericus vel 
laicus detectus fuerit vel consulere 
vel docere, ab ecclesia habeatur ex- 
traneus.—C. Ilerdens. c. 1. (ibid. 
P. 1611 a.)* De his clericis, &c.— 
eS: (ibid. p. 1612 b.)... Si iterato, 
—C. Valent. Hispan. c. 3. (ibid. 
p. re a.).... Si quis autem im- 
memor, &c.—C. Venet. c. 16. (ibid. 
P: 1057 b.) Ac ne id fortasse, &c.— 

. Aurelian. c. 11. (ibid. p. 1406 e.) 
De his, qui &c.—C. Aurelian. 3. 
c. 4. (t. 5. p. 297 d.) De familiaritate, 


&c.—Ibid. c. ay (p. 9 d.) Clerici 
vero, &c.— Ibi i Si quis 
clericus, &c. vc. se Ve, 053; 
(t. 4. p. 1051 c.) Et quia nullum 
Diabolo, &c.—Ibid. c. 5. (d. .) Siquis 
vero clericus, &c.—C. Tolet. 2. c. 3. 
Sas p. 1734 b.)....Sane si post 
datam hanc monitionem, &c.— 
Tolet. 11. c. 5. (t. 6. p. 549 b) 
Si quis episcoporum, &c. — Ibid. 
c. 6. (e.) ... Quod si quis ey &e. 
— Vigil. Decret. c. 6. (CC. t. 5. p. 
13 €.) Si quis episcopus, &c.— 
Fel 3., Ep. 6. ad Acacium, (CC. 

t. 4. p. 1704 e.) writes thus to him: 
Sacerdotali honore, et communione 
catholica, nec non etiam a fidelium 
numero segregatus, sublatum tibi 
nomen et munus ministerii sacerdo- 
talis agnosce.— Vid. C. Asiatic. Ep. 
ad Ioan. Constantinopol. in Synodo 
sub Menna. Act. 1. ap. oe t. 2. 
p. 36. (Labb. [act. 5.] t. 5. p. 161, 
seqq.) et C. Constantinop. ot Fla- 
viano, in Act. 1.—C. Chalced. ap. 
Crabb. p. 780. (Labb. t. 4. p. 429. ) 
"Odev emdaxpvaayres, x.7.A., where 
Eutyches is punished both with de- 
position and excommunication, as 
all heretics commonly were. 

4B. 5. ch. 4. 8. I. v. 2. p. 157. 
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surna, the monthly division: and when there was occasion to 
punish a delinquent clergyman for some less offence, it was 
done by withdrawing this usual portion of the monthly division 
from him. As appears from that of Cyprian '>, who, speaking 
of some of the inferior clergy that had offended, says, ‘ they 
should be withheld or suspended from their monthly division, 
but not be deprived of their ministerial office in the Church.’ 


wile 5. Sometimes they were suspended, not only from their 
their piace revenues, but from their office and function. And this was 


either temporary and limited, or perpetual and without re- 
striction. The temporary suspension was only a depriving 
them of the execution of their office for a certain term; and, 
when that term was over, they had liberty to resume their 
place and return to the execution of their office in all the 
parts and duties of their function: but the perpetual suspen- 
sion was a total deprivation of them from all power and dig- 
nity belonging to the clerical office, and a reduction of them to 
the state and condition of laymen, without any ordinary hopes 
or prospect of ever recovering their ancient station. 

The former of these is commonly called by the Ancients 
abstention and suspension from communion, meaning clerical 
communion only; and the latter vulgarly known by the name 
of degradation, de-ordination, or deposition from the office 
and order of the clerical function. Thus Cyprian writing to 
Rogatian'®, an African bishop, concerning a contumacious dea- 
con who rebelled against him, bids him ‘to depose him from 
his office, or at least suspend him.’ The penalty of suspension 
was for less crimes, as in the instance given in the Council of 
Epone 7: ‘If a bishop, presbyter, or deacon be detected to 
keep dogs for hunting, or hawks for fowling, the bishop is to 


15 Ep. 28. [al. 34.] ad Cler. (p. 


ivisione men- 


17 C. 3. (t.4. p-1576 e.) Episcopis, 
nterim se a 


218.) 
surna tantum contineant, non quasi 
a ministerio ecclesiastico privati esse 
videantur.—Conf. C. Carth. 4. c. 49. 
(t. 2. p. 1204 b.) Clericus, qui &c.— 
Justin. Novel. 123. c. 42. (t. 5. p. 
561.) Si monachus, &c. 

16 Ep. 3. p. 6. (p.173.).... Fun- 
geris circa eum potestate honoris 
tui, ut eum vel deponas vel absti- 
neas, 


presbyteris, atque diaconibus canes 
ad venandum, et accipitres [ad au- 
cupandum |] habere non liceat. Quod 
81 quis talium personarum in hac 
fuerit voluntate detectus, si episco- 
pus est, tribus mensibus se a com- 
munione suspendat; duobus pres- 
byter abstineat [al. abstineatur] ; 
uno diaconus ab omni officio et 
communione cessabit. 


5, 6. 


be suspended for three months, the presbyter for two, and the 
deacon for one.’ So by a canon of the Council of Lerida ': 
‘If any clergyman in a siege bore arms and killed a man, 
though it were one of the enemies, he was to be suspended 
from his office two years, and be rendered incapable of any 
further promotion; because the canons in all cases whatsoever 
peremptorily forbad a clergyman to be concerned in blood. 

6. The other sort of suspension, commonly called xadalpeats, ee 
deposition or degradation, was a total and perpetual suspen- gradation. 
sion of the power and authority committed to a clergyman in 
his ordination. For as the Church had power to grant this 
authority and commission at first, so she had power to resume 
and withdraw it again upon great misdemeanors and just pro- 
vocation. And then a clergyman, whatever character he sus- 
tained before, was totally divested both of the name and dig- 
nity, and power and authority, belonging to his former order 
and function. By some canons therefore he is said ‘to be de- 
graded, deprived, and turned out of office!9;’ by others ‘ to be 
totally deposed °;’ ‘totally to fall from his order or degree?! ;’ 
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8 C, 1. (ibid. p. 1611 a.) De his 


19 C, Carth. 4. c. 48. (t. 2. 
clericis, qui in obsessionis neces- 


p. 1240 b.) Clericus, qui non pro 


sitate positi fuerint, id statutum est, 
ut ....ab omni humano sanguine, 
etiam hostili, [se] abstineant. Quod 
si in hoc incidennt, duobus annis 
tam officio quam communione [cor- 
_ Domini] priventur.... Et ita 
emum officio vel communione red- 
dantur, ea tamen ratione [servata]}, 
ne ulterius ad officia potiora prove- 
hantur (al. promoveantur].— See 
other instances of suspension in 
Basil’s Canons, c. 69. (Oper. Basil. 
Ep. 217. Canonic. Prim.] (CC. t. 2. 
p. 1752 b.) "Avayyhorns €ay ry €av- 
Tou pynoTy wpd Tov yauouv cuvah- 
Aafeser, enavrdy apynaas, els rd ava- 
yrooxey SexOnoerat, pévwv ampdKo- 
wos’ kreWryapunoas 8¢ pynorteias, 
j tis unnpecias’ rd abrd 
nal inmperns.—C. Bracar. 3. cc. 1, 
5 (t. 5. p. 896 c. p. 897 ay 
. Aurelian. 3. cc. 2, 16, 25. (ibid. 
p. 296 a. p. 300 a. p. 302 a.)—C. 
Aurelian. 5. cc. 5,18. (ibid. p. 392 c. 
P. 395 e-) 


emendo aliquid in nundinis vel in 
foro deambulat, ab officio suo de- 
gradetur.—C. 49. (ibid. b.) Cleri- 
cus, qui absque corpusculi sui in- 
zequalitate vigiliis deest, stipendiis 
rivetur.—C, 1. (ibid. b.) Clericum 
inter tentationes ab officio suo de- 
clinantem, vel negligentius agentem, 
ab officio suo removendum. — C. 
Tarracon. c. 10. (t. 4. p. 1565 c.) Si 
qui ista [munera] probantur acci- 
pere, veluti exactores foenoris, aut 
usurarum possessores, secundum 
statuta patrum se noverit degra- 
dandos. 
20 C. Antioch. c. 5. (t. 2. p. 564 ¢.) 
EZ res mpeoBurepos, f} didxovos, xara- 
pornaas Tov émoxdérov rov ldiov, 
adopicey davrov rns éxkAngias..... 
rovroy xaGatpeioOa: mayredas, xal 
pnxere Oepareias rvyxavew, unde dv- 
vaoba: AapBavew rv €avrov tiny. 
21 C. Ephes. c. 6. (t. 3. p. 806d.) 
.. EU reves BovAnbeiey ra wepl éxd- 
oToy Tenpaypeva év TH ayia ovvdd 
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‘to be de-ordained or un-ordained 2? ;’ ‘to be removed out of the 
order of the clergy” ;’ ‘to cease to be of the number of the 
clergy?‘ ;’ and ‘to be reduced to lay-communion,’ that is, to 
the state and quality and condition of laymen. 

All these expressions, except the last, are commonly well 
understood by modern writers: but some, to serve a peculiar 
hypothesis, have invented very odd and strange notions of it. 
Therefore, to set the matter in a right light, and give a just 
account of the discipline of the Church, it will not be amiss to 
be a little more particular upon this point, and show distinctly 
what the Ancients meant by this part of their discipline, which 
they call reducing a clergyman to the state and communion 
of laymen, which I shall make the subject of the following 
chapter. 


8 Reduction of clergymen 


CHAP. II. 


Of reducing the clergy to the state and communion of laymen 
as a punishment for great offences. 

1. Lay-coMMUNION in a layman was no punishment, but a 
the same as Privilege, and one of the greatest privileges that belonged to 
apie him as a Christian: for it was entitling him to all the benefits 
only. and advantages of Christian communion. But in a clergyman 

it was one of the greatest of punishments, reducing him from 
the highest dignity and station in the Church to the level and 
standard of every ordinary Christian. But now the question is, 
Wherein the nature of this punishment consisted ? 

Bellarmin?> and some other writers of the Romish Church, 
taking the word in a new and modern sense, expound it of 
communion in one kind, and bring it as an argument to prove 
that the primitive Church denied the people the use of the cup 


Ty & "Edéoy oipdirrore Tpémy mapa- 
oahevew, 9 ayia avvodos dpicev, ei 
pey errioxora elev, H} KAnpixol, rob 
olxeiou Tavrehas Grromimrew Babpov" 
el 8€ Aaixot, axosywynrous tmapyety. 

22 Acta Servatii ‘Tungrensis, ap. 
Crabb. (t. 1. p. 318.) Nulla mora. 
rg ppc deordinatur, &c.— (Vid. 

C. Agrippens. in quo Euphratas, 
Colonise Aerippine splscopus, quod 
Christum Deum negaret, heresis 
damnatus atque exauctoratus est, 


anno Christi 346. (Labb. CC. t. 2. 
pp. 615 b, seqq.) et conf. ibid. (p. 
eee b.) Savatius episcopus dixit, 

c 

28 C. “Arelatens. c. 13. (t.1. p. 
1428 d.) Ab ordine cleri amoveatur. 

24 C. Nicen. c. 2. (t. 2. p. 29 c.) 
Heravo6w tov xAnpov. 

35 De Eucharist. 1. 4. c. 24. p. 
678. (t. 3. p. 749 b.) See before. 
b. 15. ch. 5. 8.1. pr eae: 
Quintus ritus erat, &c. 
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in the Lord’s supper, and administered the communion to them 
only in one kind, because the word lay-communion bears that 


signification in the present Church of Rome. 


But this is only 


begging a principle, and supposing a practice, of which there 
is not the least footstep to be met with in the ancient Church, 


as I have fully demonstrated in a former Book®. 


And it is 


such a piece of ignorance and misrepresentation of the ancient 
discipline, as other learned men in the Romish Church are 
commonly ashamed of. The notion is entirely rejected and 
confuted by Lindanus?’, Albaspinzus?*, Peter de Marca29, 
Rigaltius®°, Durantus®!, and Cardinal Bona®2, who tacitly re- 


26 B.15. ch.5. v. 5. p. 405. 

7 Panoplia, 1. 4. c. 58. (p. 499-) 
Laicam igitur comunionem sunt qui 
existimant fuisse sancte eucharistic 
sub una panies specie communionem. 

od quam sit a veritate alienum, 
mecum agnoscet spero, qui priscee 
consuetudinis sedulus investigator 
considerarit, laicam communionem 
tunc vel in primis in usu fuisse, 
cum passim prisco de more utraque 
communionis species et panis et ca- 
licis toti exhibebatur ecclesiz. 

28 Observat. ]. 1. c. 4. (ad eale. 
Optat. p.13 e.) Omnis de laica com- 
munione quzstio, &c. 

29 Tractat. in Cap. Clericus, ad 
calc. Baluzii de Emendat. Gratiani. 

585. (ap. Oper. De Marc. Bam- 
bee 1789. t. 4. p. 418. 8.16.) Que 
laica communio significat, clericum 
non solum e consessu cleri extra 
cancellos de ulsum, et redactum in 
locum et ordinem laicorum ad com- 
municandum synaxi, sed deturba- 
tum omnino a corpore cleri, et ad 
laicam conditionem detrusum ; ita 
ut seposito privilegio, quod antea 
il competebat, nunc pertineat ad 
forum seculare in causa civili et 
criminali: in quo distinguitur hec 
communio laica a peregrina; cum 
ista retineat clericum in ordine cleri, 
etsi gradu consessus et sportulis 
ordinariis mulctatum, preter ali- 
reir Feats vero eum ab illo ordine 


depe 

Te Cypr. Ep. 52. [al. 55-4 ad 
Antonian. (Prior. p. 69 n,g. Fell. p. 
244. 0.9.) Seeviente adveraus Chri- 


stianos persecutione, si quem forte 


in ordine constitutum ecclesiastico, 
puta episcopum, presbyterum, dia- 
conum, exsilii metus aut violentia 
tormentorum de fide Christo data 
dejecerat, is ad fidem reversus, post- 
quam impetrata peractaque poeni- 
tentia satis fecerat ecclesiz, recipi- 
ebat quidem ecclesiasticam commu- 
nionem, hoc est, societatem et con- 
versationem cum ceteris fidelibus, 
ita ut fieret particeps corporis Chri- 
sti; sed non recipiebat locum, quem 
in ordine prius tenucrat. Itaque de 
episcopo, de presbytero, de diacono 
fiebat id, quod erat, priusquam fu- 
jaset ordinatus. Reddebatur illi lo- 
cus in ecclesia, non dignitas loci. 
Communicabat ut laicus sive ple- 
beius: utebatur jure ceterorum fi- 
delium, qui nondum erant promoti 
ad quenquam ordinem ecclesiasti- 
cum. Hec erat tunc temporis com- 
munto laica: cujus adeo participes 
eucharistica sacramenta, speciem in- 
quam utramque panis et vini, sume- 
bant. Hodie communtonem laicam 
diceremus, que sub una tantum 
specie panis conceditur, etiam epi- 
scopis et sacerdotibus extra sacri- 
ficiorum officia communicantibus. 
Immo et communtonis vocabulum 
vix audimus alio significatu quam 
eucharistiz celebrande. 

$1 De Ritibus, &c. 1. 2. c. 55. 
nn. 6, 7. (p. 282.) Verius est, las- 
cam communionem dictam, que ex- 
tra sacratiorem locum sacrificii fit, 
ubi tum sacerdos conficiens, tum 
ministricommunicabant. Solis enim 
sacratis licebat ad altare accedere et 
communicare. Synod. Laodic. c. 
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flects upon Bellarmin and his followers for their childish expli- 
cation of this ancient term to make it comply with the modern 
practice. ‘They no sooner hear,’ says he, ‘of the name lay- 
communion, but overlooking the ancient notion, they presently 
take it only in the sense which it now bears, and interpret it 
communion in one kind ; the falseness of which we may learn 
from hence, that we often read of clergymen being thrust down 
to lay-communion at that time when laymen communicated in 
both kinds.’ 

Neither 2. Lindanus had long before used the very same argument, 


nr pe and advanced a more probable explication, that lay-communion 


municating might denote a clergyman’s being thrust down to communicate 

menuitheug among laymen without the rails of the chancel: which has so 

ihe smile of much of plausibility in it, that the learned Dr. Forbes® and 
Vossius4 give in to this opinion. But though this has some- 
thing of truth in it, yet it does not express the full meaning of 
lay-communion. For a man might be admitted to lay-commu- 
nion not only in the church, but in a private house, or upon his 
death-bed, where there could be no such distinction. 

But atotal 3. Therefore the full import of the phrase, and the adequate 

oan notion of reducing a clergyman to lay-communion, 1s totally 

tion of or- degrading and depriving him of his orders, that is, the power 


sachigiee and authority of his clerical office and function, and reducing 


to the state him to the state and quality and simple condition of a layman. 


19. Kat povos éfdy elvas rois fepart- munionem detrusos legimus eo tem- 
kois elovevat eis TO Ovotacrnpioy kai pore, quo etiam laici sub utraque 
cowevery. Id. in Synod. Sext. in specie communicabant. 
Trull. c. 68. Ea vero loci, quoad 38 Jrenicum, 1.2. c. 11. prop. 13. 
communionem, distinctio adeo tum p.231. (t.1. p. 437.) Laica illa com- 
pertinebat ad ordinis ecclesiastict munio non tuit communio sub una 
dignitatem et venerationem, ut gra- tantum specie, sicut pueriliter nu- 
viorts supplicis loco sacerdotes ce- gatur Bellarminus, lib. 4. de Eucha- 
tertque clerici extra sacros cancellos, rist.c. 24. Sed neque hac, &c.: sed 
cum latcis et veluti laict, communt- fuit sub utraque specie communio 
carent. extra cancellos sanctuarii, seu loci 

$2 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 19. n. 3. illius, qui erat episcopo et presby- 
(p. 327.) Recentiores, qui audito no- teris et diaconis tributus, eratque 
mine communionis, ejus veteri no- laicis celebrationis tempore inac- 
tione neglecta, id solum concipiunt, cessus. 

uod hodie ea voce significaretur, | % Thes. Theol. disp. 33° thes. 5. 

cam communionem nihil aliud esse p. 514. (t.6. p. 447.).... Communio 
putant, quam perceptionem eucha- frie dicebatur, quando clerici, ob 
ristiz sub unica specie, aut extra delictum aliquod, non cum clero, 
cancellos, more laicorum; quod sed inter laicos extra cancellos, com- 
quam falsum sit, vel ex eo liquet, municabant. 
quod seepe clericos ad laicam com- 


t, 3. to the state of laymen. 1] 


Thus Chamier®> rightly explains it against Bellarmin, when he and rsa 
observes, ‘ that it was called /ay-communion neither from the cae de 
place of communicating, nor from communicating in one species, 
nor from the time and order of communicating the laity after 
the clergy, but from the condition and quality of the person 
communicating ; namely, because he, that before was a clergy- 
man, or in the roll and nomenclature of the clergy, is now be- 
come a layman, and reckoned as one in the order of laymen 
only.’ This supposes a power in the Church, not only of con- 
ferring clerical orders at first to-men, and promoting them 
from laymen to be bishops or presbyters or deacons; but also 
a power of recalling these offices, and divesting them of all 
power and authority belonging to them, by degrading clergy- 
men upon just reasons, and reducing them to the state and 
quality of laymen again. This is undoubtedly the true mean- 
ing of all those ancient canons and writers which speak so 
often of degrading clergymen for their offences, and allowing 
them only to communicate in the quality of laymen. Hereby 
they were deprived of their order and office, and power and 
authority, and even the name and title of clergymen; and re- 
puted and treated as private Christians, wholly divested of all 
their former dignity and clerical powers and privileges, and 
reduced entirely to the state and condition of laymen. Of 
which, because I have had occasion to discourse at large in an- 
other Work 6, I shall not need to say much in this place, but 
only add a few testimonies that were then omitted. 

In the third Council of Orleans there is a canon?” which 
orders, ‘that if a clergyman, either by his own confession or 
conviction, was proved guilty of adultery, he should be deposed 
from his office, and be confined to lay-communion in a monas- 
tery all his days.’ And another canon®® appoints, ‘ that if any 


3% De Eucharist. 1. 9. c. 3. 8. 37. 
(t. 4. p. 487 e.) Appellatam autem 

isse laicam [communionem] non 
a loco, non a speciebus, non a tem- 
pore, sed a persona nimirum quod 
qui ante fuerit clericus, sive in cle- 
Ficorum nomenciatura, nunc sit lai- 
cus et in laicorum ordine. 

36 Scholastical History of Lay-Bap- 
tism, part 2. ch. 4. [Originally oube 
lished, viz. part 2., in 1714, when 


the Author had become rector of 
Havant, Hants. It now forms the 
second portion of the ninth volume 
of oe new edition. Ep.] \s 
.7. (t. 5. p. 297 e.) Si quis 
Pr meaee tr ciecu faacit vel 
convictus, depositus ab officio, com- 
munione concessa, ip monasterio 
toto vite sue tempore trudatur (al. 
retrudatur J. 
38 C, 8. (ibid. e.) Si quis clericus 
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clergyman was convicted of theft or fraud, because those were 
capital crimes, he should be degraded from his order, and only 
be allowed lay-communion.’ So in the Collection of Martin 
Bracarensis22, made out of the Greek Canons for the use of 
the Spanish Church, it is ordered, ‘that if any one is surrepti- 
tiously ordained, who after baptism has been guilty of murder, 
either by immediate commission of the fact, or by command, or 
counsel, or defence, he shall be deposed, and only be admitted 
to lay-communion all his days.’ Gelasius has a like decree *®, 
made in the case of a presbyter, who, in a quarrel, struck out 
the eye of another: he orders him ‘to be deposed from his 
office, and to be cloistered in a monastery, there to repent of 
the fact, and only to have lay-communion for his whole life.’ 
And Gratian cites an order of the Council of Lerida*! to the 
same purpose, ‘ that if clergymen, who are once corrected for 
their offence, shall relapse, and return to their vomit again, 
they shall not only be deprived of the dignity of their office, 
but continue all their lives incapable of receiving the commu- 
nion even as laymen, which shall only be granted them at their 
last hour.’ 


Clergymen +4. The plain result of this discourse is, that reducing a 
bee aN clergyman to the communion of laymen was a total depriva- 
dom allow- tion and divesting him of his office and orders. So that if he 
vanes their DOW pretended to act as a minister, his actions were reputed 
— null and void, and as no other than the actions of a layman. 


The learned Dr. Forbes‘? has rightly observed this in the 


furtum aut falsitatem admiserit, quia 
capitalia etiam ipsa sunt crimina, 
communione concessa, ab ordine 
degradetur. 

39 C. 26. (ibid. p. gog a.) Si quis 
....homicidii aut facto, aut pre- 
cepto, aut consilio, aut defensione 
[al. assentione], post baptismum 
conscius fuerit, et per aliquam sur- 
reptionem ad clericatum venerit, de- 
jiciatur, et in finem vite sue laicam 
communionem tantummodo recipiat 
(al. communionem non recipiat]. 

40 Ep. ad Ruffin. ap. Gratian. 
distinct. 55. c. 13. (t. oy 290. 56.) 
.. Bene fraternitas tua fecit ab off- 
cio eum presbyterii removere. Hoc 
tainen solicitudinis tue sit, ut locum 
ei pcenitentize constituag, et in ali- 


quo eum monasterio retrudas, laica 
tantummodo sibi communione con- 
cessa. 

41 C. 5. distinct. 1. c. 52. (ibid. 
p. 261. 45.) Si iterato velut canes 
ad vomitum reversi fuerint ; non 
solum dignitate officii careant, sed 
etiam sanctam communionem, nisi 
in exitu, non percipiant. [Conf. ap. 
Labb. (t. 4. p. 1612 b.) .... Quod 
si, &c. Ep. | 

42 Irenicum, 1. 2. c. 11. (p. 222. 
juxt. Ed. Aberdeen, 1636. 4to.) De- 
positus depositione plena et perfecta 
non valide exercet ea, que sunt or- 
dinis, quia ipso caret ordine et po- 
testate ordinis. Et jam non nisi 
laicus est, et tanto deteriore con- 
ditione quam alii laici, quod longe 
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ancient discipline, and I cannot better express it than in his 
own words. ‘He that is deposed with a plenary and perfect 
deposition cannot now validly exercise the offices that belong 
to this order, because he wants his order and the power of his 
order. He is now nothing but a mere layman, and in so much 
a worse condition than other laymen, because the restitution of 
such an one to his office is a much more difficult thing than the 
promotion of other laymen.’ Indeed there are very few in- 
stances of recalling such to the clerical office again, which was 
never done but upon some great necessity or very pressing 
reason; as in the case of Maximus, the confessor, when he re- 
turned from the Novatian schism, and brought over a great 
multitude of the people with him; Cornelius, bishop of Rome, 
in regard to him as a confessor, and as one that had done 
good service to the Church by the influence of his example, 
dispensed with the general rule for his sake, and received him 
to his place in the presbytery again 3; and the Council of Nice 
allowed the same favour to the Novatians, and the African 
fathers to the Donatists, with a charitable view, to put an end 
to those great and inveterate schisms. But these were only 
exceptions to the common rule, and dispensations with the 
general orders and standing discipline of the Church. 
5. It may perhaps be said there was still an inherent power Notwith- 

and authority in such deposed clerks, and that their deposition fee 


did not totally annul their ordination: for they still retained tence of the 
the indelible character of their respective orders: and there- aaiontoler 
fore they might be ministers still, and their ministerial actions ordination. 
stand good and authentic, notwithstanding any power and 
authority in the Church to depose and degrade them. But as 
this is next to a contradiction in itself, that a man should be 


deposed from his order, and yet retain his order still with all 


diffcilior sit ejus restitutio, quam 
aliorum laicorum promotio. {With 
Grischovius I cannot find these 
words according to the Ed. Antwerp. 
1703, where (t. I. p. 437. n. 13.) the 

tio clerici p et perfecta is 
thus described ;—Est ejus degra- 
datio et dejectio ab officio, honore, 
dignitate, ordine, et communione 
clericali; adeo nt jam sacro ordine 
careat, nec in clericatu permaneat, 
mec in ordinatione ecclesiastica ha- 


bendus sit, quippe ordinatione pri- 
vatus, ordine et gradu nudatus, 
rivatus, ab eoque separatus, ut illi 
in ecclesiasticis plus non sit relictum 
y basi laico, puta ut ecclesiam ingre- 
latur, et laicam cum laicis, non 
autem clericalem cum clericis, com- 
munionem accipiat. Ep. 
43 Vid. Ep. 46. [al. 49.] ad Cypr. 
Pp. 93- (p- 235.) .. Maximum presby- 
m locum suum agnoscere jussi- 
mus. 
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the spiritual power belonging to it; so it implies such a notion 
of that which is commonly called the indelible character of 
ordination, as no ancient writer ever thought of. For the 
notion that the Ancients had of the indelible character of ordi- 
nation was no more than they had of the indelible character of 
baptism ; that as the outward form of baptism, washing or im- 
mersion in water, though but a transient act, served for ever 
to distinguish a Christian from a mere Heathen or Jew; 80 as 
that, though he apostatized from the Christian faith into Juda- 
ism or Gentilism, he should still retain so much of the Christian 
character, as upon his conversion and return to the faith not to 
need a second baptism: in like manner the outward form of 
ordination, which is imposition of hands designing a man to 
any clerical office, though it be but a transient act, was suf- 
ficient to distinguish such an one from a mere layman, who 
never had any such ceremony of ordination; so that by this 
mark or character of his office once received, though he should 
afterward forfeit his office and all the power and honour 
belonging to it, he would always remain distinguished in some 
measure from those who never had such an office ; and though 
he should be wholly divested of his office and power, and re- 
duced to the simple capacity and condition of a layman, yet so 
much of the marks and footsteps of his former office would re- 
main upon him, as that if he should be recalled again to his 
office, though he might need a new commission, he would not 
need this outward character or ceremony of a new ordination. 
There is no one has explained or illustrated the sense of the 
Ancients upon this point with more accuracy than the learned 
Dr. Forbes: and therefore, for further confirmation, I shall 
here transcribe his words. ‘ There remains,’ says he“, ‘some 
distinguishing character in a man that is deposed, by which he 


“4 Ubi supra, c. 11. (p.224. juxt. tis: per quod vestigium ab aliis 


Aberdeen, 1636. 4to.) Manet quidem 
in deposito aliquid distinctivum, 
qu ab aliis laicis distinguitur: ad 

istinctionem autem non est neces- 
saria aliqua impressa forma, sed suf- 
ficit actus transiens in preteritum, 
nempe quod sit aliquando ordinatus. 
Manet indeposito non character pre- 
sentis alicujus officii aut potestatis, 
sed vestigium quoddam preteriti 
honoris et aliquando habite potesta- 


laicis, nunquam ordinatis, distingui- 
tur: et, peracta sufficienti peeni- 
tentia, si idoneus inveniatur, et 
utilitas ecclesiz postulet, restitui 
terit abaque nova ordinatione, &c. 
Fri passage also is not to be 
ound in the Antwerp edition of 
17°83 where see prop. 13. n.9, &c. 
of the Dialogue between the Catho- 
lic and the Protestant : (t. 1. p. 436.) 
Degradatio vel est, &c. kp] 
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is distinguished from other laymen: but to make this distinc- 
tion it is not necessary there should be any form impressed, 
but a transient act, that is long ago past, is sufficient, viz. that 
he was once a person ordained. The character that remains 
in a deposed person is not the character of any present office 
or power, but only some footstep or mark of an honour that is 
past, and of a power that he once had; by which footstep he 
is distinguished from other laymen, who never were ordained ; 
and may, after a sufficient penance performed, if he be found 
fit, and the advantage of the Church so require, be bestowed 
again without a new ordination. As if a prince should imprint 
upon his nobles the marks and characters of the offices which 
they bear under him; making the impress or figure of a key 
upon the arm of his chamberlain with an hot iron, and the 
Image of a horse upon the arm of the master of his horse, and 
the image of a cup upon the arm of his butler: and after this 
it should happen, that the prince being justly offended at them 
should depose them from their offices, and put others in their 
room, signing them with the characters of their offices likewise ; 
those marks, which in the officers who were not deposed were 
characters of their present power, would in those that were 
deposed be only footsteps of their by-past power: and what- 
ever thing they who were deposed should do relating to those 
offices, it would have no more validity than if it was done by 
any private man, who never bore any such office. Yet in this 
there would be a difference, that, if the prince pleased to re- 
store those whom he had deposed, there would be no need to 
set a new mark upon them; but those footsteps or remains of 
their ancient bomen: would now become ages the character of 
their present power.’ 

By this illustration, which justly represents the sense of the 
Ancients, it 1s easy for any one to apprehend how far the dis- 
cipline of the Church in deposing clergymen extended: namely, 
that it not only suspended them from the execution of their 
office, but deprived them of their office, and took away their 
orders from them; that they were thenceforth no more than 
laymen, only with this distinction, that they had the external 
character of a by-past office, which other laymen wanted ; that 
now they had neither the office of clergymen, nor the power 
of it; nor were their actions of any other account in the Church 
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than as the actions of private men and laymen. Thus far the 
Church proceeded in her censures of clergymen that submitted 
to her discipline, and were not refractory and contumacious : 
she allowed them the benefit of lay-communion, which was a 
moderation of their punishment in regard to their submitting 
quietly to her discipline and censures. 
6. But if they continued contumacious and stubborn, oppos- 
ing her first censures, and acting as clergymen in contempt of 
them; she then proceeded one degree further with them, 
adding to their deposition a formal excommunication, and de- 

denied the nying them even the communion of laymen. Thus Arius and 

communion ° ° 

of laymen. Many other first founders of heresies were anathematized and 
excommunicated, as well as degraded. And there are abund- 
ance of instances of the like proceeding in Cyprian 45, and the 
Apostolical Canons ‘®, and the Council of Sardica 4’, and the 
Council of Cologne 48, and the Council of Eliberis 49, and the 
Council of Rome>° under Felix III: all which, because I have 


But some- 
times ex- 
communi- 
cated, as 
well as de- 
posed, and 


45 Ep. 49. [al. 52.] ad Cornel. p. 
96. (p. 237.). . Quibus [literis] et di- 
dicimus, et docere atque instruere 
ceeteros ccepimus, Evaristum de epi- 
scopo jam nec laicum remansisse, 
cathedre et plebis extorrem, et de 
ecclesia Christi exsulem, per alias 
longe provincias oberrare, &c. 

46 c 29. [al. 27.] (Cotel. [c. ar} 
v. I. p. 441.) Et ris énioxoros, 
mpeoBurepos, 9 Sidxovos, xaOatpe- 
obeis dixnaiws emi éyeAnpaor havepois, 
ToApnoecev [ép ]aacGas THs wore €y- 
xetptoeions ait@ Aecroupyias’ obros 
mayranacw éxxomrécOw tis exxAn- 
aias.—C. 30. [Labb. c. 28.] (Cotel. 
[c. 22.] ibid.) Et res érioxomos dia 
xpnparav rns afias ravtTns éyxparys 
yea, 4 mpecBurepos, f Sidxovos, 
xabatpeic6w Kai avros, xal 6 xetporo- 
ynoas, Kal exxomrecOw mayrandat cal 
THs Kowwvias, os Sipwy 6 payos tn’ 
€yov Ilerpov. 

47 C. 1. (t. 2. p. 628 c.) “Hyovpae 
pnde Aaixadv yew Tovs Torovrous xpn- 
yas xowoviay.—C, 2. (ibid. e.)..... 
Kaédrag oty ras pgdtoupyias tas rot- 
avras kat téyvas xoNagreas elvat vo- 
pilw, ore pndeva rotovroy pnde ev 
TH réAe Aaixys you aftovcGat xot- 
yovias. 


48 Ap. Crabb. t. 1. p. 317. (ap. 


Labb. t. 2. p.615 e.) Quia Euphrata 

istum Deum negat, consentio 
eum episcopum esse non posse; 
qui nec laicam debet communionem 
accipere. 

49 C. 18. (al. 19.] (t. 1. p. 973 a.) 
Episcopi, presbyter, et diacones, si 
in ministerio positi, detecti fuerint, 
quod sint mechati, placuit, et prop- 
ter scandalum et propter profanum 
crimen, nec in fine eos communio- 
nem accipere debere.—C. 76. (ibid. 
p. 978 d.) Si quis diaconum se per- 
Wiserit ordinan, et postea fuerit de- 
tectus in crimine mortis, quod ali- 
quando commiserit ; si sponte fuerit 
confessus, placuit eum, acta legitima 
peenitentia, post triennium accipere 
communionem. Quod si alius eum 
detexerit, post quinquennium, acta 

cenitentia, accipere communionem 

icam debere. 

- 50 Roman. 3. sub Felice 3. c. 2. 
(t. 4. p. 1076 6) Quia idem Domi- 
nus atque Salvator clementissimus 
est, et neminem vult perire, usque 
ad exitus sui diem, in peenitentia, si 
resipiscunt, jacere conveniet: nec 
orationi non modo fidelium, sed ne 
catechumenorum omnimodis inter- 
esse, quibus communio laica tantum 
in morte reddenda est. 
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produced at large upon another occasion *', I think it needless 
to repeat in this place. 

7. We are likewise to observe, that in case of contumacious Sometimes 
contempt of her censures, the Church sometimes had recourse carpi 
to the secular powers; craving their aid and assistance, either rected by 


to remove a stubborn clerk from his station and honourable paierahg 
post in the Church, which he obstinately detained after deposi- nipped hy 
tion, or else to inflict some other punishment upon him for his power. 
chastisement and correction. We have seen several instances 

of this before*? in the general account of the exercise of disci- 
pline upon all church-members, related from Eusebius and the 
Council of Antioch, and the third Council of Carthage, and the 
African Code, where addresses are made, or appointed to be 
made, to the secular powers, some Heathen and some Christian, 
imploring their assistance to remove some obstinate and con- 
tumacious bishops and presbyters from their places, when they 
would not obey the decrees of the Church, but retain their 
offices and preferments in spite of her censures. 

And of these I need not be more particular in this place: 
as neither of those other various temporal penalties, which 
the wisdom of the State thought fit to inflict upon heretics 
in general, laymen as well as clergymen, to discountenance 
heterodoxy, and give more effectual force and vigour to the 
censures of the Church: for of these I have given a sufficient 
account in discoursing of the punishments of heresy in the 
[sixth chapter of the] former Book. 

8. But there was one particular civil punishment peculiar to What 
delinquent clergymen, which must be taken notice of in this te peseke 
place. The ancient law comprises it under the name of curia ment rane 
tradi, delivering up to the secular court: which, as Gotho- spa aha 
fred 53 observes, has different meaning in the ancient law pore 

court. 


51 Scholastical History of Lay- 
Baptism, part 2. ch. 5. See n. 36, 


preceding. 

5? B. 16. ch. 2. 8, 3. v. 6. p. 64. 

53 In Cod. Theod. 1. 16. tit. 2. de 
Episc. leg. 39. (t. 6. p. 79.) Deposi- 
tus seu exauctoratus episcopi judicio, 
velut indignus clericatu et ob im- 
probitatem, vel etiam spontaneus 
clericatus desertor, prout natales et 
facultates ejus sunt, vel curie vel 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


collegio civitatis suze sociari, non 
etiam ad militiam seu officia que- 
cunque admitti, id est, officiales ju- 
dicum fieri, hac Honorii constitu- 
tione A.D. 408, quam memorat 
Justinianus et firmat 1}. 53. § 1. Cod. 
de Episcopis, jubetur; poena dua- 
rum librarum auri decempnimis cu- 
rialium indicta, si cum aliquibus 
colluserint. Decemprimos scilicet 
curiz solicitudo respiciebat, ut ne 


Cc 
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from that which the modern use and practice has put upon it. 
For among the modern canonists it signifies ‘ delivering a 
clergyman up to the secular judge after degradation, to be 
punished for some great crime with death, or such capital 
punishment as the Church had no power to inflict upon him :’ 
but in the old law the curia has a larger sense, not only to de- 
note a judge's court, but the corporation of any city, the mem- 
bers of which were commonly called decuriones and curiales. 
In this there were some honourable, and some servile offices ; 
and therefore, when a clergyman was degraded for any offence, 
and reduced to the quality of a layman, then, besides that he 
lost all the privileges and exemptions that by law and imperial 
favour belonged to the clergy, he was obliged to serve the 
curia or secular corporation of his city, and that many times 
only in some mean office and servile condition, by way of 
additional civil punishment for having transgressed the laws of 
the Church, and the rules of his sacred profession and venera- 
ble function. And this was a certain way of precluding him 
from all hopes ever after of regaining his clerical dignity again : 
for as the laws absolutely prohibited any of the curiales to be 
ordained at first 54, because they were tied to certain municipal 
and civil offices inconsistent with the spiritual; so if any of the 
clergy were once degraded and taken into the power of the 
secular curta or corporation, there was no possibility of their 
returning to the ecclesiastical state again. And therefore Ho- 
norius made this a law, that the curia should immediately lay 
hold of such delinquents, to render their punishment irrever- 
sible and perpetual. ‘ Ifa bishop,’ says the law 55, ‘shall con- 
demn any clergyman as unworthy of his office, and separate 


qui curiz obnoxii elaberentur. Illud 
ex hac lege vulgo colligitur, poene 
loco quem olim curie deditum.... 
Neque enim pene loco hac lege 
clerici curiz tradi jubentur: verum 
ecclesiasticos, ecclesia dejectos vel 
ecclesiam sponte deserentes, curiz 
tradi ceu vacantes jam. Quo autem 
sensu voluerint Pontificiarum Epi- 
stolarum auctores curiz tradi cleri- 
cos episcopia suis contumaces, vel- 
uti Pii Epist. 2. pag. 199., et Fabiani 
2. p. 300., Stephani 2. p. 337., ca- 
nonistz tumultuantur. 


54 See b. 4. ch. 4. 8. 4. v. 2. p. 58, 
and b. 5. ch. 3. ss. 15,16. v. 2. pp. 
I51, 152. 

55 Cod. Theod. 1. 16. tit. 2. de 
Episcopis, leg. 39. (t.6. p.78.) Quem- 
cunque clericum indignum officio 
suo episcopus judicaverit, et ab ec- 
clesiz ministerio segregaverit: aut 
si quis professum sacre religionis 
sponte dereliquerit, continuo sibi 
eum curia vindicet: ut liber illi 
ultra ad ecclesiam recursus esse non 
possit ; et, pro hominum qualitate, 
et quantitate patrimonii, vel ordini 
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him from the ministry of the Church ; or if any one voluntarily 
desert his sacred profession, let the curia immediately lay 
claim to him, that he may no longer be at liberty to return to 
the Church again; and according to the quality of the man, 
or the quality of his estate, let him either be taken into the 
curia, or some collegiate company of the city, and be obliged 
to undergo those public burdens or necessities which he shall 
be found qualified for, and this without any collusion, under 
the penalty of a forfeiture of a considerable sum of gold, to be 
levied upon the decemprimi, the ten principal men of the 
curta, if they connived at any such collusion : and the offending 
clerk so degraded is further tied up by a negative punishment 
never to hold any office or place under any of the secular 
judges.’ Justinian renewed and confirmed this law in one of 
his Novels 56, and by another 57 imposed a like punishment 
upon any monk that should desert his monastery to betake 
himself to any secular employment : such an one was to serve 
all his life in some mean and servile office under the judge of 
the province; and only have this fruit of his change, that for 
despising his sacred ministry he should be tied to the slavish 
attendance upon an earthly tribunal. 

But besides this, there was another way of delivering over 
delinquent clergymen to the secular courts and civil judges; 
which was, when they committed such crimes as were properly 
of civil cognizance, and might be heard and punished as crimes 
against the state and commonwealth. For clergymen were 
considered in a double capacity, as ministers of the Church, 
and as members of the commonwealth. Whatever crimes they 
committed in the first capacity, they were indeed liable pri- 


suo, vel collegio civitatis, adjunga- aut diaconus, aut subdiaconus, uxo- 
tur: modo ut quibuscunque apti rem duxerit; expellatur a clero, et 
erunt publicis nécessitatibus obli- curiz civitatis illus, in qua clericus 
gentur, ita ut colludio quoque locus erat, cum propriis rebus tradatur. 
non sit. Per singulos igitur bine 57 Novel. 5. c. 6. (t. 5. p. 46. ad 
libre: auri inferendz erario nostro calc.)....Substantia ejus etiam sic 
a decem primis curialibus exigantur, in monasterio....remanente, ipse 
si aliquibus illicitam cohibentiam et inter officiales clarissimi provincie 
colludia foeda prestiterint; homini- judicis statuetur: et hunc habebit 
busque improbissimis ab omnibus mutationis fructum, ut, qui sacrum 
officiis militize aditus obstinatur. ministerium despexit, tribunalis ter- 
5 Novel. 123. c. 14. (t. 5. p.547.) reni observet servitium. 
Si vero post ordinationem presbyter, 


C2 


20 Reduction of clergymen XVI 


marily to be judged by the bishops of the Church, as the 
proper judges of ecclesiastical causes: yet if their crimes were 
very flagrant, such as heresy or simony, though these were 
properly ecclesiastical causes, yet the criminals might be turned 
over to the secular judges, after the ecclesiastical sentence was 
passed upon them: for such crimes were punished both by 
Church and State with their respective censures. If their 
crimes were such as more nearly and directly affected the 
peace and tranquillity of the commonwealth ; such as treason, 
and sedition, and murder, and robbery, and the practice of 
magical and pernicious arts; in that case bishops not only 
might, but were obliged, ex officio, to turn over a degraded 
clerk to the secular court and a competent judge, to be punished 
according to the quality of his offences. 

There is a famous instance relating to this matter in the 
history of the Acts of the Council of Chalcedon 58, reported 
out of the Acts of the Council of Tyre, where Ibas, bishop of 
Edessa, was accused for intending to promote one Abraamius, 
a deacon, to a bishopric, when he had confessed himself 
guilty of magical practices before the bishop and all the clergy: 
and it is added by way of aggravation of the bishop’s fault, 
that he kept the paper of his magical enchantments by him, 
when he ought to have presented the execrable criminal to the 
judge of the province, according as the laws directed. By 
which one instance, it 1s easy to apprehend, that there were 
some crimes both of ecclesiastical and civil cognizance: and 
when any such clergyman was deposed, in an ecclesiastical 
court, the bishop was obliged to remit him to a secular judge, 
to be punished with civil punishments as a layman, according 
to the nature and quality of his offences. And in this case, 
I conceive they treated him as an excommunicate person, not 
barely reduced to lay-communion, but one degree lower, being 
thrust down to the lowest rank of notorious triminals, and 
denied the common benefit and privilege of those who were 
allowed to partake of the communion of laymen. Of which 
kind of censure, there are several instances in the Apostolical 


58 Act. 10. (t. 4. Ae 647 ¢.) Kai dpxovn Tis emapxias Td amryopevpe- 
€xet wapaxaracydy rov xapTny Tay voy mpomeveyxelv, KaTa Tv aKo\ov- 
yonreuricay émexAnoewv 6 evAaBec- Oiay ray vdpor. 
raros nua erioxorros, opethwy rp 


iil. 1. to the state of luymen. 21 


Canons, and the Councils of Eliberis, Cologne, and Sardica ; 
which, because I have produced them at large upon another 
occasion *9, 1 forbear to relate in this place, and proceed to 
another inquiry concerning the punishment, which was com- 
_ monly called communio peregrina, or reducing clergymen to 
the communion of strangers. 


CHAP. III. 


Of the punishment called communio peregrina, or reducing 
clergymen to the communion of strangers. 


1. THERE is no one question in all the ancient discipline that The several 
has more exercised the pens of learned men, than this about ereeertd 
the punishment called communio peregrina, the communion of ee 
strangers. It plainly appears from all the canons wherein mentioned. 
any mention is made of it, that some punishment is intended to 
be peculiarly inflicted on the clergy for some special offences; 
but it is not so easy to discover what sort of punishment it 
was. I will first set down the canons that mention it, and then 
the different sentiments of learned men concerning it, pointing 
out that which seems to be the most rational account of it, with 
some confirmation out of ancient history. 

The first Council that mentions it is the Council of Riez®, 
anno 439, where it is determined in the case of a schismatical 
bishop returning to the Catholic Church, ‘that he shall only 
be allowed to be a chorepiscopus in some country-church under 
another bishop, or else be content with the communion of 
strangers. The next Council that mentions it 1s the Council 
of Agde, anno 506, where in one canon ®! it is determined, 

‘ that if any clergyman be found guilty of robbing the church, 
he shall be reduced to the communion of strangers.’ And in 


another ©, ‘that if any contumacious clerk despises the com- 
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61 C. 5. (t. 4. p. 1483 d.) Si quis 
Baptism, part 2. ch. 5. See n. 36. u 


clericus furtum ecclesis fecerit, pe- 


preceding. 

© C. 3. (t. 3. p. 1286 e.)... Li- 
ceat et in unam parochiarum sua- 
rum ecclesiam a in qua aut 
chorepiscopi nomine, .... aut - 
grina, ut aiunt, communione ove- 
atur. 


regrina ei communio tribuatur. 

C. 2. (ibid. b.) Contumaces ve- 
ro clerici. . . ab episcopis corripiantur 
[al. eaten: et si qui, prioris 
gradus elati superbia, communio- 
nem fortasse contempserint, aut ec- 
clesiam frequentare vel officium su- 
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munion, or neglects to frequent the church, or fulfil his office, 
he shall be reduced to the communion of strangers, so as that, 
when he repents and reforms, he may have his name written 
again in the matricula, or roll of the clergy, and obtain his 
degree and dignity as before among them.’ After this, in the 
Council of Lerida, anno 539, we find a like decree ®, ‘ that in 
case any clergyman upon the death of the bishop pillage his 
house, or suppress any thing by fraud to the detriment of his 
successor, he shall be reputed guilty of sacrilege, and condemned 
with the greater excommunication, and at the utmost only be 
allowed the communion of strangers.’ 

These are the canons wherein this punishment, or modera- 
tion of punishment, (call it which you please,) is mentioned: 
but so little light can be had from the canons themselves, as 
to the nature of tle punishment, that it is no great wonder that 
learned men have run into various opinions about it. 


doe 2. Some confound it altogether with lay-communion, as 
strangers Binius, in his Notes upon the Council of Lerida®', and Hos- 
seule pinian ©, and the old Gloss upon Gratian®, But it is no ways 
lay-com- probable, that the ancient Church would use two such different 
munion. 


names for the same thing, when lay-communion was a word so 


um implere neglexerint, peregrina 
eis communio tribuatur, ita ut cum 
eos pcenitentia correxerit, rescripti 
in matricula gradum suum dignita- 
temque suscipiant [al. i ape > 

68 C. 15. [al. 16.] (ibid. p. 1614 
b.) Si quisquam. . . clericus quacun- 

ue occasione. .. quidpiam probatus 
uerit abstulisse, vel forsitan dolo 
aliquo suppressisse, reus sacrilegi, 
prolixiori anathemate condemnetur, 
et vix quoque peregrina ei commu- 
nio [anim | concedatur. 

64 In eund. can. (t. 3. p. 818 d. 
5. Ap. Labb. t. 4. p. 1617 a.)... 
Existimo laicam et peregrinam com- 
munionem idem esse, nullumque 
discrimen inter utramgue versari. 

65 Hist. Sacrament. |. 2. c.1. (p. 
24.), where he cites the canon of the 
Council of Agde, (see n. 61, just be- 
fore,) and takes peregrina communio 
as synonymous with laica. 

Caus. 13. quest. 2. c. II. 
[Such is the reference without cita- 


tion which the Author gives, doubt- 
less according to the edition of the 
Corpus Juris Canonici which he had 
at hand, viz. Rome, 1582.in 4 vols. 
folio. Grischovius, who used a Co- 
logne edition, 1717, 2 vols. 4to., gives 
the words of the gloss thus: Peregri- 
na, que alias dicitur laica. Neither 
of those editions have I seen; but in 
no other that I have examined can 
I find those exact words. Accord- 
ing to the early Lyons edition of 
1518, and the ieee of 1671, in 3 
vols. folio, the gloss on the words, 
(t.1. p. 1034. 66.) Si quis autem cle- 
ricus furtum ecclesiz fecerit, pere- 
grina ei communio tribuatur, reads 
thus, Jd est, commorabitur tnter lai- 
cos. I apprehend that Grischovius 
has mistaken, and that the words, 
which he gives as the old gloss on this 
term, come from Hospinian or some 
other place, where there is an tdem 
color ; or that some alteration of the 
marginal text has been made. Ep.] 


2, 3, 4- communio peregrina. 23 


commonly known among them. Besides that these two things 
were evidently different from one another: for clergymen re- 
duced to lay-communion, were totally and perpetually degraded 
from their orders, and could not ordinarily be restored to their 
office again, but ever after continued in the state of laymen, as 
has been evidently demonstrated in the foregoing chapter: 
whereas clergymen reduced to the communion of strangers, 
were still capable of being restored to their office again after 
the performance of a certain penance, as is expressly said in 
the forementioned canon® of the Council of Agde. 

3. Bellarmin ® and others not only take it for lay-com- Nor com- 
munion, but boldly assert, that that lay-communion was com- Ore kind, 
munion only in one kind: so that when a clergyman is said to 
be reduced to lay-communion, it is the same thing, according 
to them, as being put down to receive the communion among 
laymen in one kind. But this is only multiplying obscu- 
rities, and confounding a reader, by adding one error to 
another. For, as the Ancients speak of lay-communion and the 
communion of strangers as different things, so they had no 
such notion of lay-communion as these writers pretend: for 
all public communion both of clergy and laity in the primitive 
Church was in both kinds, as has been evidently demonstrated 
ina former Book ©, and is now ingenuously confessed by the 
most learned and accurate writers in the Romish Church. So 
that this opinon which confounds the communion of strangers 
with communion in one kind, is without all shadow of truth, 
and has not the least foundation in antiquity to support it. 

4. The author of the Gloss upon Gratian7° has another plea- Nor com- 
sant interpretation: for he fancies it may signify ‘ communion niacin 
at the hour of death, when a man leaves the world, and departs of death. 
out of this life to take a pilgrimage into the next life and 
world to come.’ But this is only fit to make an intelligent 
reader smile: for it is very improper to call death a pil- 
grimage, which more strictly speaking, according to Scripture 


@ C. 2. See n. 62, preceding. 69 B. 15. ch. 5. 8. I. V. 5. p. 405. 

68 De Eucharist. 1. 4. c. 24. p. 79 Ubisupra. (Ed. Lugdun. 1671. 
679. (t. 3. p- 750 a.) Eadem [laica] t.1. p. 1034. not. margin. 0.) Pere- 
communicatio dicitur etiam pere- grinacommunio, id est, cum recedit, 
grina in Concilio Agathensi, c. 2. vel peregrinatur de hoc mundo.— 
et 5. See also n. 66, preceding. 
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language, is rather a translating of men to their native country, 
their heaven and their home. Men are said to be strangers 
and pilgrims upon earth, because they are absent from heaven, 
the city and country to which they belong: therefore leaving 
this world cannot be said to be entering upon a pilgrimage, 
but, in propriety, rather ending and finishing a pilgrimage, to 
go to their everlasting home. Therefore, if the Ancients spake 
properly, as no doubt they did, they could not mean by the 
communion of strangers the communion of dying persons, or 
such as were taking a pilgrimage out of this world. Besides 
that the very canon of the Council of Agde, which the glosser 
pretends to explain, makes the communion of strangers not to 
be the communion of dying persons, but such as are living, and 
in a capacity to return to officiate as clergymen, after a sufficient 
correction, in their former station. 


Nor the 5. Cardinal Bona?! mentions and exposes another more 
on of such £2Nciful opinion of one Gabriel Henao, who, he says, wrote a 
as were en- Jong Dissertation upon this subject’2, wherein he at last con- 
ape pls cludes, ‘ that the communion of strangers was that which was 
earth by given to such clergymen as were enjoined to go on pilgrimages, 
way of pen- either temporary or perpetual, by way of penance for their 
piece of Offences.’ But he no way explains what kind of communion 
discipline this was; and as Bona observes, he ought to have demon- 
aprile strated, that when the canons about the communion of 
cients. 


strangers were made, there was any such punishment as pil- 
grimages enjoined the clergy for the expiation of their of- 
fences. For there is a profound silence in antiquity as to what 
concerns any such injunction. 


“l Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 19. n. 5. 
(p. 328.) Alia est singularis sen- 
tentia Gabrielis Henao, qui Lib. de 
Sacrific. Missx, p. 3. disputat. 28. 
sect. 4g. et sequentibus, diffusissime 
agens de communione peregrina, 
eam tandem fuisse concludit, ad 
quam clerici admittebantur, quibus 
in poenam alicujus peccati peregrina- 
tiones, sive perpetue sive ad tempus, 
imposite erant. Sed quamvis multa 
dicat, non tamen probat, qu et qualis 
fuerit peregrinantium communio. 
Et hoc deinde ab illo demonstrari 
oportebat, quod, quando canones de 


communione peregrina editi sunt, 
solerent clericis ad expianda peccata 
peregrinationes injungi. 

72 De Sacrificio Miss, part. 3. 
disput. 28. n. 49. [I have not been 
able to meet with a copy of this 
work, Lugdun. 1655. fol. It may 
also be found in Nathaniel South- 
well’s Continuation of Ribadeneyra. 
See the last edition of the Bodleian 
Catalogue: (v. 3. p.510.) Sotvellus, 
Anglice Southwell, e Soc. Jesu. Con- 
tinuatio Bibliothecee Scriptt. Soc. 
Jesu Petri de Ribadeneyra, q. v. fol. 
Rom. 1676. Ep.] 
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6. Cassander7? and Vossius’*, after some of the schoolmen Nor any 
and canonists, think the communion of strangers means ‘ the Private and 
oblation of the cucharist made after some peculiar rite, and on oblation for 
some particular days, for the use of strangers; and that it was eames 
put upon delinquent clergymen as a punishment to communi- 
cate with these.’ But there was no such custom as this of 
making any particular oblation of the eucharist for strangers 
in the ancient Church: for all travellers and strangers, when 
they came to a foreign Church, if they brought communicatory 
or commendatory letters with them, were admitted to commu- 
nicate with the Church wherever they happened to sojourn: 
and if they did not bring communicatory letters, they were 
denied communion till they should procure them. Meanwhile 
they were allowed to communicate in external good things, or 
partake of the charity of the Church, if they were in necessity, 
though they were debarred from all religious communion as 
suspected persons. And by this distinction we shall be able to 
come at tle true meaning of the communion of strangers. 

7. For we are to observe, that communion in the ancient But com- 
Church signifies not only partaking of the cucharist, or com- aie 
munion of the altar; but also partaking of the charity of the strangers 
Church. And such travellers as came to any foreign Church la 
without communicatory letters, to testify their orthodoxy and commenda- 


‘ fi tory letters, 
pious conversation, were presumed to be under some censure, who might 
and not in actual communion with their own Church: till partake 


of the 
therefore they could clear themselves of this suspicion, by the Church’s 


rules of the Catholic unity, and communion of all Churches snare iy 
mutually with one another, they were to be refused commu- communi- 


; - ‘ ; on of the 
nion in a foreign Church, and only to be allowed common gitar. 


charity as strangers. And according to these measures, 


78 De Communione sub utraque 
Specie. (p. 1029. post med.) Idem 
de peregrina communione, cujus in 
Agathensi Synodo mentio fit, cen- 
sendum puto: intelligi videlicet eam 
communionem inter peregrinos, seu 
cum peregrinis. Constat enim ex 
B. Ambrosio, preter statos dies, 
quibus incolis bis in hebdomada 
mysteria celebrabantur, nonnun- 
quam extra ordinem, fere quotidie 
peregrinis adventantibus, mysteria 
celebrari et administrari solere. 


74 'Thes. Theolog. disput. 23. thes. 5. 
p. 516. (t. 6. p. 447.) Nec magis 
pontificios juvat communio pere- 
grina: ut qua proprie significetur 
oblatio, que preter statos dies pe- 
regrinantium causa fiebat.... Hine 
peregrina communione communi- 
care dicebantur, qui inter peregrinos 
communicabant. Eam vero etiam 
inter clericorum pcenas fuisse, cla- 
rissime liquet ex canone hoc primo 
Concilii Agathensis: Contumaces 
clerici, etc. See n. 62, preceding. 
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clergymen, who were delinquents, were for some time treated 
much after the same manner, and thereupon said to be reduced 
to the communion of strangers: that is, they might neither 
officiate as clergymen in celebrating the eucharist, nor any 
other part of their office ; nor in some cases participate in the 
eucharist for some time, till they had made satisfaction; but 
only be allowed a charitable subsistence out of the revenues of 
the Church, without any legal claim to a full proportion, till 
by a just penance they could regain their former office and 
station. 

This is the most probable account that can be given of a 
difficult and doubtful matter, and learned men now generally 
concur in the substance of this explication; as the reader that 
is curious may see in the writings of Albaspinzus’5, Bona’®, 


75 Observat. 1. 1. c. 3. (ad calc. 
Optat. p.12¢.).... Que [communio 

regrina| nihil aliud est, nisi me 
allit opinio, quam communitas et 
consociatio, que presbyteris sive 
aliis clericis, qui sine formatis aut 
commendatitiis literis peregrina- 
bantur, indulgebatur in  societate 
clericorum et communione ecclesi- 
astica. Ea de causa liter formate 
subintroducte sunt. Inde etiam 
veteres canones omnem curam et 
cautionis omne genus adhibent, ut 
fideles a consortio et societate pec- 
catorum secludantur. Quando igitur 
episcopus, presbyter, clericus pere- 
grinabantur, placuit, ut nullus epi- 
scoporum navigaret sine formata 
primatis: item, ut clerici sine for- 
mata et conscientia episcopi per 
alienas plebes non vagarentur. Tum 
demum, ut nullus peregrinus sine 
formata episcopi acciperetur, super 
uibus literis episcopi, ad quos fa- 
cilis aditus patebat, scribebant pere- 
grinis illac iter fuisse, visisque literis 
eorum, a quibus profecti erant, com- 
munionem indulsisse : alioqui pere- 
grinus ille non accipiebatur, neque 
ulli rei ecclesiastice aut civili cum 
clericis dicecesis, qua illi iter erat, 
communicabat, et quasi excommu- 
nicatus habebatur. Verum enim 
vero quamvis frons, oculi, vultus 
persepe mentiantur, oratio vero sz- 
pissime, si tamen peregrino litere 


formate excidissent, si intercepte 
aut alio quovis casu amisse fuissent, 
aut episcopus quacunque tandem de 
causa eas denegavisset; vel si qua 
tandem suspicio subesset ; non om- 
nino rejiciebatur, quia dubitatio ob- 
oriebatur, num vera essent, que al- 
legaret. Itaque non ea injuria affici- 
ebatur, ut excommunicatis annume- 
raretur; sed neque ad communionem 
ecclesize admittebatur, ne [cum ex- 
communicatis communicare videre- 
tur], aut ovis morbosa et tabida, quae 
gregem inficeret, in caulam Domini 
nostri Jesu Christi intraret: sed 
seorsim sumptibus ecclesiz in loco 
semoto alebatur, ubi orabat, et in eo 
statu erat, ut laicus non esset, nec 
tamen communioni ecclesiz partici- 
pabat, neque ullis clerici muneribus 
defungebatur, id videre est in 32. 
canone Apostolorum: (CC. t. 1. p. 
31 c.) Nemo peregrinorum episcopo- 
rum, aut presbyterorum, aut ditaco- 
norum, sine commendatitiis succipttor 
isteris ; et, si eas obtulertt, attentius 
in disquisittonem vocantor. Et qus- 
dem st predicatores pietatis fuertnt, 
suscipiuntor ; sin minus, ubi neces- 
saria eis suppeditaverttis, ad com- 
munionem et ulteriorem tpsos consue- 
tudinem non admittitote : multa enim 
per surreptionem fiunt. Quo canone, 
mea quidem sententia, exponitur, 
quid sit communio peregrina, que 
ab initio non erat genus peene et 
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Schelstrate’7, Priorius78, Petavius79, Dominicy*°, and Sir- 


animadversionis, sed instituta fuerat, 
ut clerici, de quorum statu et con- 
ditione non constaret, non omnino 
Tejicerentur. Postea vero hoc eodem 
genere communionis usa est ecclesia, 
ut clericos non peregrinos in officio 
contineret ; et ita factum est, ut hzc 
communio genus quoddam pene 
censeretur.... Est locus quidam in- 
signis in Vita Sancti Joannis Chry- 
sostomi, qui huic observationi mul- 
tum lucis affundere potest: Si pla- 
cet, tnquiunt, domine, sptritualis 
communionis nondum illis consortium 
trade, ne papam contristes; ceterum 
in alsis omnia in eos oficia humant- 
tatis exerce, id enim tibi episcopo 
convenst, tta illos excepit Joannes, 
ad communionem minime admittit. 
Hac peregrine communionis specie 
ecclesia punivit non solum clericos 
peregrinos: sed eos etiam, qui in 
diecesi habebant domicilium, quod 
degradationis, sive suspensionis a 
muneribus ecclesiz, et separationis 
a ceteris clericis genus est, tam in 
rebus civilibus, quam ecclesiasticis. 
Hinc patet, ut mea fert opinio, quid 
fuerit communio peregrina, et unde 
denominationem acceperit. 

76 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 19. n. 6. 
(p. 328.) Sirmondus in Historia 
Publice Penitentia, cap. ult., et Al- 
baspinzeus, Lib. 1. Observat., tunc 
peregrina communione mulctatos 
fuisse clericos crediderunt, quando 
in eo loco et statu collocabantur, 
quo poni solebant clerici peregrini, 

ui sine literis commendatittiis, quas 
ormatas vocabant, extra propriam 
dicecesim peregrinabantur. Excipi 
enim benigne consueverant et sump- 
tibus ecclesiz ali, nullo pratermisso 
humanitatis officio: nemo tamen 
clericorum cum illis, tanquam cum 
clericis, communicabat, nec ullis sul 
ordinis muneribus fungebantur.... 
Hoc autem advenis nulla erat poena, 
sed sic ferebat usus ecclesiz, ut 
clerici vagantes sine formatis ad 
suorum ordinum exercitia in aliena 
diecesi non admitterentur: que 
cautio etiam hodie adhibetur, ut 
ignoti et extranei sacerdotes non 
permittantur celebrare, nisi literas 


suze ordinationis ostendant : tametsi 
in reliquis omnia illis officia Christi- 
ang caritatis impendantur. Cum 
vero clerici alicui ecclesiz ascripti 
functiones sui ordinis exercere pro- 
hibebantur, id sane pcena erat in 
hoc sita, quod licet peregrini non 
essent, certumque omicilium et 
gradum in propria civitate et ecclesia 
obtinerent, sic tamen cum eis age- 
batur, ac si peregrini forent, de quo- 
rum statu et conditione ron con- 
staret. Cumque sui crdinis exer- 
citio carerent, non tamen abstenti 
erant a perceptione eucharistiz, que 
nec peregrinis quidem et ignotis ne- 
gabatur, cum se vere orthodoxos 
esse docuissent. 

77 C. Antioch. Restitut. (Dissert. 
4. C.12. art. 3. nn. I, 2. p. 397:) ++: 
Dissentire non possum ab illis, que 
recte animadvertit Philippus Priorius 
in Dissertatione de Literts Canonicis, 
titul. 11. Litera canonice ideo con- 
cedebantur, etc. Ex hisce jam spes 
affulget exponendi canones [2. et 5. } 
Agathensis Concilii de communi- 
one peregrina tractantes.... Sunt, 
qui peregrinam communionem in- 
terpretati sunt de communione sub 
unica specie, sed nullatenus veri- 
simile videtur, illam pro tam gravi 
et enormi crimine in peenam infligi, 
cum tamen canones et I[lerdenses 
citati communionem peregrinam im- 
posuerint in poenam, unde rectius 
Gabriel Albaspinezus, doctissimus 


’ Aurelianensium antistes, libro 1. 


observat. 3., Communto peregrina, 
etc. 

78 De Lit. Canon. titt. 11, 12. 
(pp. 37-39.) Literee canonice ideo 
concedebantur, ut peregrinantes 
sublevarentur harum beneficio, quod 
communionis Christiane, sive etiam 
communicationis nomine insignie- 
batur. Atque in eo sita erat illa com- 
munio, ut religionis societate fru- 
erentur et mysteriorum consortio, 
modo adessent ejusmodi liter ex 
antiquorum canonum decretis con- 
scripte. Qui autem hac ope desti- 
tutus ad iter se accingebat, a fratri- 
bus quidem humaniter accipiebatur ; 
el tamen communionis tantum pere- 
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mond*!; not to mention the hints and strictures occasionally 
made about it by Lindanus®?, Baronius*?, and Peter de Mar- 
ca$4, all writers of the Romish communion; whom I the rather 
name upon this account, to expose more fully the vanity of 
Bellarmin and his adherents, who, with a great deal of con- 


grinz jure frui licebat, id est, quod 
ad nature jura pertinet, ad omne 
genus solati, ad ea, que ad vitam 
erant necessaria, benigne et comiter 
agebatur cum peregrinis; in lis 
vero, quae sacramentorum erant, ea 
severitate procedehant, ut absque 
literis penitus sacrorum communio 
denegaretur. Erant enim tunc quasi 
suspecti; nec satis apparebat, an 
vere essent Christiani; aut dubium 
erat, ne criminis aut sceleris cujus- 
piam rei essent. Nihil evidentius 
in hanc rem afferri potest, quam id, 
quod habet Synesius, Epist. 66. p. 
38. Edit. Turnebi, de Alexandro 
episcopo.... Scribit igitur Synesius: 
Nosti igitur, venerande pater, quo- 
modo me gessi: in ecclesiam eum 
non admisi, neque sacre mense par- 
ticipem feci; domi tamen eundem 
honorem largitus sum, qui insontibus 
impendi solet. See n. 86, following. 

“9 Not. in Synesii Epist. 67. [De 
Peenitent. et Reconcil. Diatrib. c. 4.] 
(p. 78. ad summ.) Quocirca pere- 
grina communio, qualem Regensis 
Concilii canon ille significat, non ex 
eo more dicta derivataque vicdetur, 
quo peregrini clerici, qui sine forma- 
tis literis advenirent, ac de quorum 
statu vel juris integritate dubitari 
poterat, ab episcopis tractabantur : 
sed inde potius, quod in aliena ec- 
clesia peregrini episcopi vel clerici 
nullum ministerii ac functionis or- 
dini suo consentanee obeunde jus 
habeant. ‘Tiametsi ab earum civita- 
tum, in quibus peregrinabantur, 
episcopis adhiberentur ad illa pre- 
standa. Sed ex eo precise, quod 
suis locis egressi usu ordinis sul 
careant; inde peregrina communio, 
qu quidem peenalis fuit, appellata 
videtur, qua similiter ac peregrini 
in civitatibus suis jus nullum hahe- 
rent ordinis exercendi. 

80 (Marc. Anton. de Dominis: 
Ad Canonem 2. et 5. C. Agathensis, 
et ult. Ilerdensis, sive De Commu- 


nione Peregrina. (Paris. 1645. 4to. 
No special reference is given. te 

81 Histor. Peenitent. c. ult. (t. 4. 
p. 511 b. 4.) De clericis agi (in ca- 
none secundo Agathensi] hquet, qui 
unum in corpus allecti sunt, unaque 
in matricula conscripti divino cultui 
una deserviunt. Quorum si qui ab 
officio per contumaciam discesserint, 
synodi decreto ex matricula ex- 
puncti, graduque summoti, peregri- 
norum in ordinem rediguntur, ut 
peregrina cum iis communione con- 
tenti sint. Sic tamen, ut, quando 
resipiscent, locum suum recipiant, 
matriculeque et corpori, a quo se- 
gregati sunt, restituantur, etc. 

82 Panoplia, |. 4. c. 58. (p. 501.) 
Quare peregrinam communionem 
fuisse apparet, non quz ad con- 
ciones admittebat audiendas, odasve 
Christo cantandas, sive ad missam, 
que catechumenorum dicebatur; ... 
sed que ad eam, que in precibus 
fratrum, id est, Christianorum a 
sacris non abstentorum neque a 
sacramentis exclusorum, erat com- 
munio, admittebat clericos suo gradu 
deturbatos.—Conf. ibid. (p. 502.).. 
Ignotos peregrinos ob excommuni- 
cationis suspicionem ad communes 
quidem preces fuisse admissos, &c. 

8 An. 400. p. 119. (t.5. p. 121 €.) 
Peregrina tantum communione eos 
a Joanne Chrysostomo dignatos 
esse, qua sacrarum precum commu- 
nicatio impartitur, non autem usus 
sacramentorum, Sozomenus tradit. 
Vigebat namque illa vetus in ec- 
clesia consuetudo, ut peregrini ad- 
venientes, seque Christianos esse 
profitentes, ad communes tantum 
ecclesiz preces admitterentur; tunc 
vero et sacramenta illis impertiren- 
tur, cum se esse Catholicos fide 
certa docuissent. 

84 Tractat. in Cap. Clericus, ad 
calcem Baluzii de Emendat. Grati- 
ani. p.585. See n. 29, preceding. 
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fidence, would persuade the world that they had discovered the 
lay-communion of their Church under one species, as they call 
it, in this ancient communion of strangers, when yet they 
differ as much almost as any two things from one another. 
Among Protestant writers, the true notion is well expressed by 
Dr. Sherlock §5, when he observes, ‘ that the ancient discipline 
was very severe in admitting strangers, who were unknown to 
them, to the communion; lest they should admit heretics, or 
schismatics, or excommunicated persons: and therefore if any 
such came, who could not produce their recommendatory 
letters, but pretended to have lost them by the way, they were 
neither admitted to communion, nor wholly refused, but, if 
occasion were, they were maintained by the Church, till such 
letters could be procured from the Church from whence they 
came, which was called the communio peregrina. 

8. This notion seems the more agreeable because it comes This no- 
recommended and confirmed by several facts in ancient #0" OR 
history. Synesius, writing to Theophilus, bishop of Alexandria, several 
concerning one Alexander, bishop of Basinopolis in Bithynia, Leola 
who lay under some suspicion at Ptolemais, tells him ®®, he history. 
‘neither received him in the church, nor communicated with 
him at the holy table, but in his own house he treated him as 
an innocent person.’ And thus the historians®’ tell us Chry- 
sostom treated the Egyptian monks, who, being prosecuted by 
Theophilus, bishop of Alexandria, fled to Constantinople, to 
have a fair hearing of their cause before the emperor: ‘he 
entertained them hospitably, and allowed them to join in the 
common prayers with the Church, but would not admit them 
to participate at the eucharist, whilst their cause was depend- 
ing and undetermined.’ From which it is evident, that strangers 
travelling without recommendatory letters might be allowed 
some common offices of Christian charity, but could not be ad- 


communio peregrina. 


8 Of Church-Unity, in Defence 
of Stillingfleet’s Unreasonableness 
of Separation. (p. 602.) 

% Ep. 66 66. si Theotimum leg. 
Theopltiom, (p. 207 b.9.).... Ex- 
KAnoig prey OuK Bebauny airby, ovde 
Tpawefas lepas éxowwdvyoa" oixos Be 
iva xat rois avariots éripnoa. 


87 Socrat. 1.6. c.9. (v. 2. P- 324. 
3-) "Ev ren pev frye Tous dvdpas, nat 


Tov ebay perexety ouK éxohuge’ kot- 
voviay de Trav puoTnpiov ouK &hn mpd 
Stayvooews peradaocey atrois.—So- 
zom. 1. 8. c. 13. (ibid. p. 342. 36. ) 
‘O be "lod Ai mpooedOdvras aur@ 
Tous ay pas prroppdves éd¢faro, xal 
év Tiny elxe, kal eDyecOar emi éxxdn- 
oias ov Stexdhuce’ Kowevely de puo- 
Tnpiwy avrois ovyx nynoaro, ws ou Oe- 
perdyv pd Ssiayvacews rovro Troveiv. 
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allowed clergymen to recover their office and dignity by doing 
penance, when these canons for doing penance so plainly took 
it from them? To this it is easily answered by distinguishing 
between public and private penance. The canons, which forbid 
clergymen to be restored to their office after having done 
penance, speak of public penance done solemnly in the church ; 
but the other canons, which allow them to be restored, speak 
of private penance only. And that this is no arbitrary dis- 
tinction, but of the Church’s own making, is evident from the 
canons themselves. For the Council of Girone % allows such 
as have done private penance in time of sickness, and received 
absolution upon it, afterwards to be ordained, provided they 
never were brought to do public penance in the church, and 
there was no other objection of immorality to be made against 
them. In like manner Gennadius %, recounting the several 
things that hindered a man from being ordained, reckons his 
having done public penance a sufficient objection against him : 
but as for private penance, he takes no notice of it. Therefore 
by this rule we are to interpret all the canons which forbid 
penitents to be ordained at first, or deny clergymen after 
penance the liberty of regaining their ancient station: they 
are to be understood of public penance, and not of private. 
And so this seeming difficulty and contradiction of the canons 
is easily adjusted, whilst the Council of Agde, which allows 
clergymen, reduced to the communion of strangers, liberty of 
resuming their office again after penance, must necessarily be 
interpreted of private penance, and not of public. And this 
makes it evident that this reducing of clergymen to the com- 
munion of strangers was only a temporary suspension of them 
from their office, and not a total degradation or reduction of 
them to the state and quality of laymen. 


% C. ro. [al. 9.] (t. 4. p. 1569 a.)  % De Eccles. Dogmat. c. 72. (al. 


Is vero, qui egritudinis languore de- 
pressus pcenitentiz benedictionem, 
quam viaticum deputamus, per com- 
munionem acceperit, et postmodum 
reconvalescens caput peenitentiz in 
ecclesia publice non subdiderit ; si 
prohibitis vitiis non detinetur ob- 
noxius, admittatur ad clerum. 


.] (int. Oper. Augustin. t. 8. ap- 
39-1 p- 79 d.) Clericum non ordi - 
nandum, qui publica peenitentia mor- 
talia crimina deflet.—C. Tolet.1.c. 2. 
(t. 2. p. 1223 e.).... Poenitente vero 
dicimus de eo, qui, .... publicam 
peenitentiam gerens sub cilicio, di- 
vino fuerit reconciliatus altario. 
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CHAP. IV. 


Of some other special and peculiar ways of inflicting 
punishment on the clergy. 


1. Bzsmes these more general and usual ways of punish- oe 
ing the offending clergy, there were also some less noted and praherel fe 


uncommon ways of censuring them, which it will not be amiss ne 
to observe whilst we are upon this subject. Among these we office, yet 
may reckon that sort of suspension which deprived them en- “owed to 
tirely of the exercise of their office, and yet allowed them to title and 
retain their title and dignity. This was a sort of middle way dignity. 
| between a temporary suspension and a perpetual degradation : 
for they were still allowed to communicate among the clergy, 
and not entirely reduced to the communion of laymen. Thus 
in the Council of Ancyra', ‘those presbyters who had sacri- 
ficed to idols, but afterwards returned, and became confessors, 
were allowed to keep their dignity and title of presbyters, and 
sit among the rest in the presbytery ; but not to preach, or 
offer the eucharist, or perform any other office of the sacred 
function.’ The same is decreed? concerning deacons lapsing 
into idolatry, ‘ that they might retain their honour, but cease 
from all administration of the sacred office, neither distribute 
the bread nor the cup, nor minister as the common precones, 
or criers of the Church, unless the bishop, in consideration of 
their great pains, humility, or meekness, thought fit to allow 
them more or less of their office, which was left entirely to his 
discretion.’ The Council of Nice made a like decree? con- 
cerning the Novatian bishops, whom they aeeraoee to the 
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1C.1. (t. I. 
Tépous TOUS er nbooure as, eira en ava- 


heer er pyre ex peOddou Tivos, 
GAN’ ef dAndeias, pire Tpoxatagxevd~ 
vayras Kai émirnSevoarras cat nei- 
Cavyras, iva Bdfwor pev Bacdvors t trro- 
BdAdeoGa, ravras 8€ rH Boxeiv al 
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Tous, a dpsreiv,  ddws Actroupyely 
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BINGHAM, VOL. Vil. 


Aetroupyias, ris Te Tou dprov i) worn- 
ptoy dvadépery, knpvocety’ el pey 
Trot TLVes TOY émaokérov Tourats ouv- 
i8ocey xapardy ria f TaTeivwow 
mpadrnros, Kat €0€ Lovey mwAEidy Tt bc- 
3dvat } dhatpeiv, én’ avrois elvas rH 
y eéfovciav. 

8 C. 8. (t. 2. p. 33 b.) ‘O 8€ dvo- 
pafspevos apa Trois Aeyouevors Ka- 
Oapois érrigxoros, THY Tou mpeaBure- 
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order of presbyters, but yet permitted them to retain the title 
of bishops, if the bishop of the place thought fit to allow it. 
And the same was determined in the case of Miletius by the 
same Synod‘, ‘ that he might retain the bare name and honour 
of a bishop, but never after officiate in his own church, or any 
other.’ So in the Canons of St. Basil 5, a delinquent presbyter 
is allowed ‘ to sit among the rest,’ but obliged ‘ to abstain from 
all offices belonging to his order.’ And an offending deacon © 
is ‘ suspended from his ministry, but yet allowed to partake of 
the holy elements among the other deacons.’ The Council of 
Agde has a like decree? about presbyters and deacons, who 
were digamists, or had married the relict of some other man; 
‘that though some former rules of the fathers had ordered 
them to be more severely handled, yet such respect and ten- 
derness should be shown to those who were already ordained, 
that they might retain the name of presbyters and deacons: 
but the presbyters should neither presume to consecrate, nor 
the deacons to minister in the church.’ A like determination 
was made by the general Council of Ephesus 8, in the case of 
one Eustathius, metropolitan of Pamphylia, who for the love 
of a private life, and some troubles that he met with in his 
office, voluntarily relinquished and deserted his bishopric 
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4 Ep. Synod. ap. Theodor. 1. 1. Canonic. Tert.] (CC. ibid. p- 1752 c.) 


c. 9. (v. 3. p. 32. 11.) Kara yap rév 
axpiBn Adyov, ovde pias ovyyvopns 
Gos fv? pévew ev ry mode €avrod, 
kal pndepiay efovoiay exe, pyre 
mpocxepiferOa, pnte yxetpobereiv, 
pyre ev yopa 7} move tit haiver Oa 
raumns Ths mpobecews Evexev, Widdy 
8€ 7d dvopa THs Tins KexrpoOat.— 
Socrat. 1]. 1. c.g. (v. 2. p. 27. 20.) 
where the same words occur.—So- 
zom. |. 1. c. 24. (ibid. p. 42. 4.) 
*EferacOévray S€ cal ray xara Me- 
Airtoy ava thy Alyurrov cupBdyrov, 
xaredixacey avrov  auvodos ey tH 
Auk@ dcarpiBey, Yidov cvopa émoxo- 
ans €xovta’ tov dé Aourov, pyre ev 
wéAes pyre €y Kaun XEetporoveiy. 

> C. 27. [Oper. Basil. Ep. 199. 
Canonic. Secund.] (CC. t. 2. p. 1737 
d.) Iept rov mpeoBurépov rov xar 
dyvocay abéopm yay mepimapevros 
Spica a eypyy’ xabédpas pev perexery, 
tay O€ AoTa@Y evepyeav aréxer Oat. 


6 C. 70. (Oper, Basil. Ep. 217. 


Auaxovos ev xeiheos puavbeis, Kat peé- 
Xpt Tovrov nuaprnxevat duodoynaas, 
Ts Aetroupyias emoxecOncerat. 

7C. 1. (t. 4. p. 1383 a.) Placuit 
de digamis, aut internuptarum ma- 
ritis, quanquam aliud patrum sta- 
tuta decreverint, ut qui huc usque 
ordinati sunt, habita miseratione, 
presbyteri vel diaconi nomen tantum 
obtineant : officium vero consecrandi 
presbyteri, et ministrandi hujusmodi 
diacones, non presumant. 

8 Ep. Synod. ad Synod. Pamphyl. 
(t. 3. p. 807 d.) .... "Edsxarmoaper 
kat wpicapuer diya mans avriAoyias 
€xev avroy ro Te THS EmiTxoTS Gyo- 
pa, Kat Thy Tiny, Kal THY KoLveviay. 
Ovrw pévrot, Sore py) xe:poroveiv ad- 
TOV, ENTE pNY exxAnciay KaradaBdvra 
lepoupyew €£ idias avOevreias’ dA)’ 
ij) dpa cuprapad\apBavdpevoy, etrouy 
éritperrdpevoy, ei Tvxo1, Tapa adeAhou 
Kat guvemtoxdmov, xara bidbeow xai 
ayamrny rhy é€v Xpiore. 
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against canon, but afterward petitioned the Council that he 
might enjoy the name and honour of a bishop still: in which 
respect the Council gratified him, out of regard to his age and 
quiet temper; allowing him to have both the name, and 
honour, and communion of a bishop, but with this condition, 
‘that he should neither ordain, nor take any church to offi- 
ciate in as a priest by his own authority, unless he was ad- 
mitted as a coadjutor, or expressly allowed by the bishop of 
the place.’ 

2. It appears from one of the forementioned canons? that Sometimes 
there was such a punishment also as a partial degradation ; not totally, . 
which was when the clergy were not totally deprived of all but | palo 
clerical degree and office, but only thrust down from an higher pee order 
order to a lower, by way of discipline and correction. Thus  *otber. 
the Council of Nice treated the Novatian schismatics, admitting 
those who had passed for bishops among them to officiate only 
as presbyters in the Catholic Church, unless any bishops would 
promote them to the office of a chorepiscopus under their 
jorisdiction. And so the Council of Neocsesarea !° orders ‘ dea- 
cons that sin to be thrust down and degraded to the order of 
subdeacons.’ And by this rule it was, as Valesius!! observes, 
out of St. Jerom’s Chronicon, that Cyril of Jerusalem degraded 
Heraclius from the order of a bishop to that of a presbyter. 

But the Council of Chalcedon seems not to have approved of 
this rule: for in one of her canons’? it is said ‘to be sacrilege 
to bring down a bishop to the degree of a presbyter: and 
that therefore, if there be any just cause to remove a bishop 


9 C. Nicen. c.8. See n.3, pre- ra dé rov mpeaBuréepou evepyeiza. 

i 11 In Sozom. 1. 4. c. 30. (v.1. p. 
176. 0. 5.) “HpaxAeos. Have Hera- 
clium Maximus moriens sibi succes- 


sorem designaverat. Verum Cyril- 


10 C. to. (t. 1. p. 1484 a.) * ‘Opoias 
cai » «ay €y TH aT ayapry- 
pare wepixton, Thy Tou Unnpero fatuw 


€xéra.—Vid. C. Tolet.1. c. 4. (t. 2. 
p. 1224 a.) Subdiaconus autem, de- 
functa uxore, si aliam duxerit, ab 
officio, in quo ordinatus fuerat, re- 
moveatur, et habeatur inter ostiarios, 
vel inter lectores, ita ut Evangelium 
: iar al. Epistolam] non 

. ¢. 20. (t.6. p.1 154 
Fi My) ivere émuaxdmg els érépay 
nip ph aurea ™poo7jxovgay roAuy Snpo- 
cia d8acxew’ et d€ rs pwpabein 


Tovro woey, THS emeoxonns Tavécbe, 


lus, Arianorum factione ad episco- 
atum promotus, eum, variis fraudi- 
us appetitum, ex e€ iscopo in pres- 
byteri locum regradavit, ut scribit 
leronymus in Chronico. 

12 C. ag. (t. 4. p. 770 d.) Emtoxo- 
soy eis mpeaBurépov BaOpov hépecy, 
lepoovnia € éoriy’ el 8€ airia ms Sinaia 
éxeivous amd ths mpakews THs émoKo- 
Ws amroKxivel, ovde mpeaButrepou Térov 
xaréxew opeiAovorwv. 
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from the exercise of his episcopal function, he ought not to 
hold the place of a presbyter either.’ By which we may 
conclude, that this point of discipline varied according to the 
different apprehensions and sentiments of men in different 


ages. 


Sometimes 3. Sometimes again they were deprived of their office, as to 
et of some particular act of it, but allowed to exercise the rest. 


their office, Thus the Council of Neocwsarea orders’, ‘ that if any pres- 

reapeaoecthes byter confessed that he had been guilty of any corporal un- 

the rest. cleanness before his ordination, he should not consecrate the 
eucharist, but might continue in the exercise of all other parts 
of his office, if he was a man diligent in his function.’ And in 
the fourth Council of Carthage it was decreed'‘, ‘that if a 
bishop ordained any one wittingly who had done public penance, 
the ordination of which was prohibited by the canons, he should 
for his transgression be deprived of his episcopal power, as to 
what concerned the particular act of ordaining only :’ which 
implies, that he was still allowed to exercise all other parts of 
his office and function. 


Sometimes 4. In Afric we sometimes find bishops for their mal-admi- 
Saar pees nistration and indiscreet government deprived of their power 


over a part over some 
of their 

flock, but the rest. 
allowed it their 
over the 
rest. 


part of their flock, and yet allowed still to govern 
This may be collected from St. Austin’s account of 
proceeding with one Antonius’, a young bishop, who 
had oppressed some of his people at Fussala by unreasonable 
exactions; for which it was thought fit to punish him with this 
gentle correction, that he should no longer rule over that part 


13 C. 9g. (t. 1. p. 1481 e.) pec Bu- 
TEPOS, EY TPONLAPTYKAs TwpLaATL Tpo- 
ax67, kai duoroynon, sre pape mpd 
TNS XEtporovias, 4 mpoopeperw, pé- 
vow €v Trois Aourois, da tHY GAAnv 
amrovdny. 

14 C.68. (t. 2. p. 1205 c.) Siautem 
sciens episcopus ordinaverit talem, 
etiam ipse ab episcopatus sui, ordi- 
nandi duntaxat, potestate privetur. 
—Vid. C. Taurin. c. 2. (ibid. p.1156 
b.) Certe ad pacis vinculum conser- 
vandum ... decretum est, ut .. .una- 

uegue [urbs] de his viciniores 
sibi intra provinciam vindicet civi- 
tate 


8. 
15 Ep. 261. [al. 209.] (t. 2. p. 778 


c.) Denique sententias nostras sic 
temperavimus, ut, salvo episcopatu, 
non tamen omnino impunita relin- 
querentur, quz non deberent vel 
eidem ipsi deinceps iterumque fa- 
cienda, vel ceeteris imitanda proponi. 
Honorem itaque integrum servavi- 
mus juveni corrigendo: sed corri- 
piendo minuimus potestatem, ne sci- 
licet eis preeesset ulterius, cum qui- 
bus sic egerat; ut dolore justo eum 
sibi preesse ferre omnino non pos- 
sent, et, cum suo illiusque periculo 
in aliquod scelus forsitan erupturam 
impatientiam sui doloris ostende- 
rent. 
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of his people whom he had so oppressed, lest their grief and 
impatience should break out into some violent attempts, that 
might be dangerous to both parties. Antonius indeed com- 
plained of this as an infringement of his just rights and powers: 
for he pleaded that a bishop ought either to be deposed or to 
be left in the full exercise of his jurisdiction and power. But 
St. Austin shows that this was no new thing in Afric, nor un- 
reasonable in itself; for a bishop may be guilty of many mis- 
demeanours, for which it will neither be proper to let him go 
wholly unpunished, nor yet to use such severity as to deprive 
him universally of his episcopal honour and power. In such 
eases the middle way proves the most useful correction ; nei- 
ther to use too great severity above the nature of the offence, 
nor too much lenity and mildness to let it pass entirely without 
any censure or correction. And he shows that this was a 
method often taken in Afric for less faults in other instances of 
punishment. 

5. Particularly in Afric, (where the primacy of metropoli- re in 
tans always went by seniority of ordination, so that the oldest ished by de- 
bishop always regularly succeeded to the primacy of course, priving 
whatever diocese he was possessed of,) it was customary to ce senio- 
punish an offending bishop with the loss of his seniority and 7 right oe 
right to the primacy, by rendering him incapable of ever succeeding 
attaining it. This we learn from St. Austin in the same spo abe 
Epistle 16, where he gives an instance in one Priscus, of the paicoee 
province of Mauritania Cesariensis, who was thus censured: 
and if Antonius’s argument had been good, Priscus might have 
pleaded the same, that he ought either to have been allowed 
his right of succeeding to the primacy, or to have been de- 
prived of his bishopric: but the African discipline took the 
middle way for certain crimes, neither to deprive bishops of 
their episcopal power, nor to let them go wholly unpunished. 

6. Another instance of this discipline was to confine an oe by 
offending bishop to the communion of his own church, and them rae 
prohibit all other bishops from admitting him to communion in Communion 


of their own 
any of their churches. St. Austin mentions one Victor !’, who church. 


16 Ibid. (p. 779 b.) Clamet Pris- icra mala mihi remanere non de- 
Coseationsia episco- buit. 

pus, Aut ad primatum locus sicut 7 Ibid. (c.) Clamet alius, ejus- 
ceteris et patere debuit, aut dem provincie Victor episcopus, cui 


38 XVII. 


was thus censured; and he might have pleaded after the same 
manner, ‘ Either I ought to communicate in all churches, or 
not communicate in my own.’ But this was thought a reason- 
able way of discountenancing an offending bishop for some 
smaller faults, when they did not think them worthy of the 
highest censure: as in case a bishop neglected to come to the 
provincial synod at the primate’s call, or ordained another 
man’s clerk without his license or approbation; which are 
some of the offences specified in the African Synods?, for 
which a bishop might incur this censure. 
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ne toe —s7.-: St. Austin gives a third instance of this discipline in the 
froma African Church: which was the removing of a negligent bishop 


tees - from a greater diocese to a less; which was a kind of tacit 
leas. reproach and dishonour to him, and the disgrace was his 
punishment. For as it was an honour for a bishop to be trans- 
lated from a less diocese to a greater by the approbation and 
_ Judgment of a venerable synod, without which they might not 
move : so it was a dishonour and reproach to him to be thrust 
down by a synodical decree, though not to a lower order, yet 
to a lower station. The one was an argument of merit and 
great worth, and the other an argument of some demerit and 
misdemeanour ; and therefore the one was used by way of 
reward, to promote a bishop for his abilities and good service ; 
and the other by way of punishment, to give a negligent bishop 
a little gentle admonition and moderate correction. And thus 
St. Austin 19 tells us one Laurentius, a bishop, was punished by 
the discipline of the African Church. 


relicto in eadem pcena, in qua et primatem reddiderint, ab ecclesiz 


Priscus fuit, nusquam nisi in dicecesi 
ejus ab alio communicatur episcopo ; 
clamet, inquam, Aut ubique com- 
municare debui, aut etiam in meis 
locis communicare non debui. 

18 Vid. C. Carth.5. c. 10. (t. 2. 
p.1217 a.) Placuit, ut quotiescum- 
que congregandum est concilium, 
episcopi, qui neque etate, neque egri- 
tudine, neque alia graviori necessi- 
tate impediuntur, competenter oc- 
currant. ...Quod si non potuerint 
occurrere, excusationes suas in trac- 
tatoria subscribant: vel si post ad- 
ventum tractatoriz aliquz necessi- 
tates repente forsitan fuerint, nisi 
rationem impedimenti sui apud suum 


suse communione debere esse con- 
temptos fal. contentos|.—C. 13. 
(ibid. e.) Placuit, ut si quis de alte- 
rius monasterio repertum, vel ad 
clericatum promovere voluerit, vel 
in suo monasterio majorem monas- 
terii constituere ; episcopus, qui hoc 
fecerit, a ceterorum communione se- 
junctus, suze tantum plebis com- 
munione contentus sit: et ille neque 
clericus, neque prepositus perseve- 
ret.—See also Cod. African. cc. 77 
and 81. [al. 76 and 80.] (ibid. p. 
1095 b. p. 1098 a.) where the same 
terms occur in Greek. 

19 Ubi supr. (t. 2. p. 779 c.) Cla- 
met tertius, ejusdem provincize Lau- 
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8. It was a moderate punishment, much of the same nature, The clergy 
which the Council of Trullo2° mentions as common to all orders ese Sa 


of the clergy in general; which was to deprive them of their by loss of 
tae eir seni- 
seniority, and sink them down to the lowest seat or degree ority among 
among those of the same order. This was commonly the pun- ee 
ishment of persons of an ambitious and assuming temper. The 
Council instances in such deacons as, because they had some 
more honourable ecclesiastical office, would presume to take 
place of the presbyters, and sit before them; against whom 
they allege the parable of our Saviour, “ When thou art bidden 
to a wedding, sit not down in the most honourable place, &c... 
.... For he that exalteth himself shall be abased; and he that 
humbleth himself shall be exalted.” [Luk. 14, 8—11.] 
The author of the Apostolical Constitutions?! takes notice of 
the same punishment, as used in his time, even among the laity 
also. For ‘if an honourable person came into the assembly, 
being a stranger, and any one refused upon the deacon’s ad- 
monition to give him place to sit down; he that so refused was 
to be removed by compulsion beneath the lowest rank of hear- 
ers in the church.’ Cotelerius?? notes the same order as ob- 


rentius episcopus, et prorsus hujus 
vocibus clamet, Aut in cathedra, cui 
ordinatus sum, sedere debui, aut 
episce us esse non debui. 

. 7. (t. 6. p. 1143 e.) "Eredy 
er eg €y Tit Tov éxkAn olay 
daxdvous Tuyxavew oppixca éxxAnot- 
aorTeKa €xovras, évrevdev Twas aura 
avadeig kat avrovopia pi 9 nieted 
xpo Tay mperSvréepwy xabelecd 
épifoper ore rov duaxovoy, xy éy 
dftcoparre, TOUTEOTLY, dpouricp oigdn- 
wore éxxAnowaorix Tuyxav7, Tov Tos- 
ovroy py) pd TOU mpeaBurépou xade- 
(ecOa, éxros el pn To mpécwroy € ene- 
Xow Tov oixeiou matpidpxou f) pyTpo- 
soXirov ev érépg mode Tapayevyrat 
ext Time xepahaig’ rére yap ws Tov 
éxeivou rdérroy dvarAnpav TipnOnoe- 
ta. Ei d¢ Tes ro.ovroy roAunoes, TU- 
payrsxs Xpapevos Opdce, Svampdga- 

» 6 ToLOUTOS Ex TOU oiKeiou kara- 
BBarbeis Babpou €oxaros mayrov 
yirtrGeo rou ev grep Karahéyerat 
Téyparos ev m kar avréy _€xeAnoia, 
Tov Kupiov pay wapawouvros, M7 
xalpey rais mpwrokhicias, card Thy 


ey T? ayip evayyeMiory AouxG, ws €£ 
aurou TOU Kupiov neo kat Ocov Ket- 
pévny 8:dacxadiav’ Edeye yap mpos 
rous kexAnpevous mapaBoAny erayor, 
. "Edy xAnOns, x. 7. X. 
2112. 0. 58. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 267.) 
. Exeivoy Pec évBofov] | cabuedra* 
Bixasoy 8 Touro Kat a éavrov Toy 
prradedor 3 Tromoat® eay 8€ d dyaveuy, 
eyetpas avrovy avayxactas éricw 
—— oTnoov. 
ay in loc. (ibid. n. 51.) In 
Regula S. Pachomii, articulo 85. S¢ 
uis iracundus et furiosus frequenter 
srascatur sine causa et propter rem 
tnanem et vacuam ; per sex vices: 
commonebitur, et in septima facient 
eum surgere de ordine sessionis sue 
et inter ultimos collocabitur. Et in 
Regula S. Benedicti, c. 43. Quod st 
quis ad nocturnas vigilias post glo- 
riam psalm. 94. Shai propter hoc 
omnino protrahendo et morose volu- 
mus dich occurrerit, non stet in or- 
dine suo in choro, sed omnium ulti- 
mus stet, aut in loco, quem talibus 
negligentibus seorsum constituerit ab- 
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served among the monks in the rules of Pachomius and St. 
Benedict for smaller offences. And in the second Council of 
Nice23, a like rule was made for the correction of the clergy, 
‘that if any one through haughtiness insulted another, he 
should for his offence be thrust down to the lowest degree of 
his own order, to teach him humility and submission in his 
station.’ 

And ren- 9. They had also a negative punishment of the same nature 

edt of for all the inferior orders of the clergy, which was, to deny 

being pro- them all further promotion, and incapacitate them from attain- 

motedto . : : 

any higher Ing to any higher order in the Church. 

order. The first Council of Toledo has several canons to this pur- 
pose. The first canon? orders, ‘ that deacons, who lived in- 
continently with their wives, should never arrive to the honour 
of presbytery, nor presbyters to episcopacy.’ This was one of 
the first steps made towards settling the celibacy of the clergy, 
which at first was introduced, not by disannulling the orders 
of the married clergy, but by debarring them from being ad- 
vanced to any higher order. Another canon?> appoints, ‘ that 
if a reader marries a widow, he shall never be promoted to any 
higher degree, but always continue a reader, or at most a sub- 
deacon.’ And a third canon?6 of the same Council decrees, 
‘that if any one after baptism had followed the soldier’s life, 
though he had never happened to shed blood, if he were or- 
dained to any of the inferior orders, he should never arrive to 


bas, §-c. Cujus posterioris preecepti 
vestigia premit caput 131. libri 1. 
Synodi Aquisgranensis anno 816 
congregate. Nec multum dissimilis 
est alia censura Concilii Trullani 
can. 7., et Concilii Niceni II. can. s., 
per quam clericus ad ultimum gra- 
dum ordinis sui amandatur, fitque 
sociorum omnium vroSabu0s. Gri- 
schov. 

23 C. 5, (t. 7. p. 600 c.) Tovs avat- 
8ei mpocwrp xal ameptxadurra ord- 
pare overdtorixots Adyots Tovs dt dpe- 
thy Biov td rov ‘Ayiouv Lvevparas 
éxXeyévtas kal xatayevtas éxrds 80- 
@ews xpvoiov atiuafoyras’ mparoy 
pev, TOUTO MotouvrTas Tov écyxaToy Ba- 
Opov AapBdveww rov olxeiov rdyparos’ 
et 8€ emipevoev, 80 éririysiov dcop- 
dove bweay. 


24 C.1. (t. 2. p. 1223 d.) Placuit 
ut diacones,. . qui incontinenter cum 
uxoribus vixerint, presbyterii honore 
non cumulentur. Si quis vero ex 
resbyteris ante interdictum filios 
70s] susceperit, de ier hai ad 
episcopatum non admittatur [al. 
end 

25 C. 3. (ibid. p. 1224 a.) Lector, 
si viduam alterius uxorem acceperit, 
amplius nihil sit, sed semper lector 
habeatur, aut forte subdiaconus. 

26 C. 8. (ibid. e.) Si quis post 
baptismum militaverit, et chlamy- 
dem sumpeerit aut cingulum, etiamsi 
gravia non admiserit, si ad clerum 
admissus fuerit, diaconii non acci- 
piat dignitatem. [Aut cingulum ad 
necandos fideles, the marginal readi 
in Labbe, qualifies the sense. Ep. 
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the dignity of a deacon in the Church.’ A like decree was 
made in the Council of Lerida?’, ‘ that if any clergyman, who 
ministered at the altar, shed human blood, though it were the 
blood of an enemy in the straitness of a siege, he should not 
only be suspended from his office and communion for two years, 
but after he was restored to his office and communion again, 
should remain incapable of being advanced to any higher office 
in the Church.’ And there is another canon in the same Coun- 
cil28, which orders ‘such clergymen as fall by the frailty of 
the flesh, after penance, to be received again; yet so as not to 
expect any further promotion in the Church.’ The first Coun- 
cil of Orange?9, and the Council of Turin®°, have canons to the 
same purpose: and Pope Leo?! delivers it as a rule, founded 
upon the general practice of the Church, in the case of he- 
retical clergymen returning to the unity of the faith, ‘ that 
they were to take it as a favour, if they were allowed to con- 
tinue in the order they were in before, though deprived of all 
hopes of further advancement.’ 

Among the Greeks, St. Basil has a like rule®? concerning 
readers, who were guilty of ante-nuptial fornication, ‘ that 
every such delinquent should be suspended a year from his 
office, wévwy anpdéxotos, remaining moreover for ever incapable 


7 C.1.(t. 4. p.1611 a.) De his tempore ab ecclesia corpure segre- 


clericis, qui in obsessionis necessi- 
tate positi fuerint, id statutum est, 
ut, qui altario ministrant, et Christi 
sanguinem (al. corpus et sanguinem | 
tradunt, vel vasa sacro officio depu- 
tata contrectant, ut ab omni humano 
sanguine etiam hostili abstineant. 
Quod si in hoc inciderint, duobus 
annis, tam officio we communione 
priventur: ita ut his duobus annis, 
vigiliis, jejuniis, orationibus, €t elee- 
mosynis, pro vinbus quas Dominus 
donaverit, expientur, et ita demum 
officio, vel communioni reddantur ; 
ea tamen ratione servata, ne ulterius 
ad officia potiora promoveantur. 

2% C. 5. (ibid. p. 1612 a.) Hi, qui 
altario Dei deserviunt, si subito in 
fienda carnis fragilitate corruerint, 
et Domino respiciente digne peni- 
tuerint, ita ut mortificato corpore 
cordis contriti sacrificium Deo offe- 
rant, maneat in potestate pontificis, 
vel veraciter afflictos non diu sus- 
pendere, vel desidiosos prolixiore 


gare; ita tamen, ut sic officiorum 
suorum loca recipiant, ne possint 
ad altiora officia ulterius promoveri. 

29 C. 24. (t. 3. p.1450 e.) De his 
autem, qui prius ordinati hoc ipsum 
inciderunt, Taurinatis synodi se- 
quendam esse sententiam, qua ju- 
bentur non ulterius promoveri. 

30 C. 8. (t. 2. p.1157 d.) Hi au- 
tem, qui contra interdictum sunt or- 
dinati, vel in ministerio filios genu- 
erunt, ne ad majores gradus ordi- 
num permittantur, synodi decrevit 
auctoritas. 

31 Ep. 3. ad Julianum. al. Janu- 
arium. (t. 3. p.1296 d.) Circa quos 
etiam eam canonum constitutionem 
phe ate custodiri, ut in magno 

abeant beneficio, si, adempta sibi 
omni spe promotionis, in quo inve- 
niuntur ordine stabilitate perpetua 
maneant, si tamen iterata tinctione 
non fuerint maculati. 

32 C. 69. See before, ch. 1. 8. 5. 
p- 7, the second part of n. 18. 
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of attaining to any higher station or preferment in the Church. 
And Justinian, in one of his Novels®8, made a parallel decree 
concerning readers, ‘ that if any of them married a second wife, 
or a widow, or one divorced from a former husband, or other- 
wise forbidden by the laws or sacred canons; that he should 
never be advanced to any other ecclesiastical order: or if by 
any means he happened to be unwarily so advanced, he should 
be put down again, and reduced to his former order.’ This 
was one of those negative punishments which may be proper 
to discourage and correct offences of a lesser kind; and so far 
as it was serviceable to that end, it may be reckoned an useful 
part of the discipline of the Church. 
The clergy 10. St. Basil?‘ mentions another piece of discipline, which 
sometimes was pretty peculiar; for I remember no other writer at present 
by denying that mentions it beside himself; that was, to deny an offending 
pattie rail clergyman the liberty of exercising his office in public, whilst 
ercise of he was allowed to officiate in private. This was a rule made 
their office, ae ; 
whilst they by St. Basil in the case of Bianor and some other presbyters 
ie ee of Antioch in Pisidia, who, upon some injury done them, had 
ate in pri- rashly sworn they would never execute the office of presbyters 
oe any more: but afterward, repenting of their rash oath, were 
willing to be admitted to the exercise of their office again. 
St. Basil, being consulted in the case, determined that they 
ought to be restrained from the public exercise of their func- 
tion, because of the scandal and offence that might be given tc 
many thereby; but still they might be allowed to officiate in 
private, where no such offence could be taken. 

These are the specialities of those punishments, which the 
discipline of the Church commonly inflicted on clergymen for 
lesser offences; which I have the rather mentioned, because 
they are seldom to be met with in ‘the accounts of church. 
discipline, given by modern writers. 


33 Novel. 123. c. 14. (t. °: p-547-) Canonic. Secund.] (CC. t. 2. p 
Si vero lector secundam ducat uxo- 1732 b.) 'Hpdrqoas yuas wept Bid: 
rem, aut primam quidem viduam, vopos rov mpeaBurépov, ei Sexrds 
aut separatam a viro, aut legibus éory eis xdv xAnpov, dia rdv prop; 
vel sacris canonibus interdictam, "Ey 8¢ dn ria ai xowdy Spov rep 
nequaquam ad alium ecclesiasticum mavrwv dpod rey per’ adrov éuapo- 
ordinem provehatur: sed etsi ad xdrov, rois car’ "Avridxecay KAnpixois, 
majorem ordinem perducatur, ex- oi8a éxreOetxds’ Sore rév pev Snpo- 
pellatur eo, et priori restituatur. giwy atrovs améxerOar ovddAdyor, 

4 C. 17. (Oper. Basil. Ep. 199. (8ig 3é évepyeiv ra roy mwpeoBurépoy. 
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11. To all these we may add, that in the fourth and fifth Of intre- 

: . sion of of- 

ages, when monasteries began to be settled in the world, no- fenders int 

thing was more common than to confine an offending clerk to peal 

some monastery, either for a certain term, or during his whole ance in ar) 

life, as the nature of his temporary suspension or his perpetual ™!¢ 

deprivation required, there to exercise himself in acts of pri- 

vate repentance for his offences. This was a convenience rather 

than a punishment, giving them an opportunity of qualifying 

themselves the better either for a restoration to their office, or 

for their reception into lay-communion; and therefore it was 

indifferently used both in cases of deprivation and suspension. 

Many, who were only suspended from the exercise of their 

office for a certain time, were yet confined to a monastery 

during that term; as appears from one of Justinian’s Novels®>, 

where it 1s ordered, ‘that if a presbyter or a deacon was con- 

victed of giving false evidence in a pecuniary cause, they should 

be suspended from their ministry for three years, and be con- 

fined to a monastery during the time of their suspension.’ And 

this was in lieu of scourging, which was inflicted for this crime 

upon other offenders. The second Council of Seville decrees 

the same%6 in the case of a clergyman, who deserts his own 

church without his bishop’s leave, and makes his residence in 

any other : ‘ he is to lose the badge of his honour and ordina- 

tion for some time, and be bound to a monastery, till it be 

proper to recall him to the ministry of his ecclesiastical order 

again.’ But in case the punishment amounted to a,total and 

perpetual deprivation, then they were frequently sent to a 

monastery for their whole lives, and there they spent the re- 

mainder of their days only in lay-communion. Of which the 

canons of Agde*” and Epone®® are full proof, to which I refer 

the learned readcr in the margin. 


4 Novel. 123. c. 20. (t. 5. p. 550.) 
Sufficiat pro verberibus tribus annis 
separari @ sacro ministerio, et mo- 
nasteriis tradi. 

% C. 3. (t. 5. p. 1664 e.) Deser- 
torem autem Fleneun: cingulo ho- 
noris atque ordinationis suz exu- 
tum, aliquo tempore monasterio re- 
legari (al. deligari] convenit: sicque 
postea in ministerio ecclesiastici or- 
dinis revocari. 

7 C. 1. (t. 4. p.1391 e.) Si epi- 


scopus, presbyter, vel diaconus, ca- 
pitale crimen commiserit, aut char- 
tam falsaverit, aut testimonium fal- 
sum dixerit, ab officii honore depo- 
situs in monasterium [al. monaste- 
rio] retrudatur: et ibi, quamdiu 
vixerit, laicam tantummodo com- 
munionem accipiat. 

88 (. 22. (ibid. p. 1579 a.) Si dia- 
conus aut presbyter crimen capitale 
commiserit, ab officii honore depo- 
situs ia monasterium retrudatur, 
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f corporal 12. We may observe further, that in the same ages, when it 
ent. How Was the custom to shut delinquents up in a monastery, some 
inary corporal punishment and confinement in prison also was used, 
scipline S$ a piece of church-discipline, to correct the inferior orders. 


yon the J have had occasion to show before®9, that the larger churches 
ergy. had commonly their decanica or prisons for this purpose; 


which were not any one distinct building, but some of the cate- 
chumenia, or diaconica, or secretaria, belonging to the church, 
and made use of for this end, to put offending clerks to a more 
decent confinement in them. 

It has also been noted in another place‘°, that all monaste- 
ries had the discipline of the whip or scourge among them, to 
punish the junior monks and unruly offenders. And it is as 
certain it was also used for the correction of the inferior orders 
among the clergy. The Council of Agde mentions it twice; 
first ‘1, as the punishment of those who wandered about from 
one church to another, without the recommendatory letters of 
their bishop ; whom the canon orders first to be corrected by 
words, and then by stripes, if they remained incorrigible upon 
admonition. Another canon‘? appoints the same discipline for 
drunkenness: ‘ A clerk, who is convicted of being drunken, is 
either to be suspended thirty days from communion, or else to 
be chastised by corporal punishment.’ The Council of Epone 
expressly distinguishes‘? between the superior and inferior 
clergy in the case: ‘If one of the superior clergy feast with an 
heretic, he is to be suspended for a year; but one of the infe- 
rior for the same crime is to be beaten.’ The first Council of 
Mascon orders **, ‘that if a clergyman be found wearing an in- 
decent habit, or carrying arms, he shall be imprisoned thirty 


ibi tantummodo quamdiu vixerit 
communionem sumendo [al. com- 
munione sumenda |]. 

39 B.8. ch. 7. 8.9. v.3. p. 128. 

# B. 7. ch. 3. 8.12. v. 2. p. 371. 

41 C. 38. (ibid. p. 1389 d.) Cleri- 
cis, sine commendatitiis epistolis 
episcopi sui, licentia non _pateat 
evagandi;....quos si verborum in- 
crepatio non emendavertt, etiam ver- 
beribus statuimus coerceri. 

42 C. 4t. (ibid. p. 1390 ¢.)..... 
Quem [clericum| ebrium _fuisse 
constiterit, .. . aut triginta dierum 
spatio communione statuimus sub- 


movendum, aut corporali subden- 
dum supplicio. 

43 C. 15. (ibid. p.1578 a.) Si su- 
perioris loci clericus heretici cujus- 
cunque (clerici] convivio interfuerit, 
anni spatio pacem ecclesiz non ha- 
bebit ; quod si minores [al. juniores] 
clerici presumpserint, vapulabant. 

44 C. 3. [al. 5.] (t. 5. p- 968 b.) 
...Clericus, si cum indecenti veste 
aut cum armis inventus fuerit, a 
seniore ita coerceatur, ut triginta 
dierum inclusione detentus aqua 
tantum et modico pane diebus sin- 
gulis sustentetur. 
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days, and fed only with bread and water.’ This imprisonment 
was the punishment of the superior clergy: for in another 
canon‘¢ the distinction is expressly made in the case of one 
clergyman accusing another before a secular magistrate: ‘If 
he were one of the superior clergy, he was to be imprisoned 
thirty days; if one of the inferior, to receive forty stripes save 
one.’ And this was done in conformity to the rule in the Law 
of Moses ‘5, that they should not exceed forty stripes; only in 
case the crime was great, they might repeat them after some 
days: which is observed out of the Life of Czsarius Arela- 
tensis by the late French author of the Historia Flagellan- 
tium +6, who cites many other writers, which need not here be 
mentioned. I only add that of St. Austin‘?, who says, ‘ this 
way of coercion was used in bishops’ courts in his time ;’ but 
whether he means towards the clergy or the laity is not abso- 
lutely certain. It might be towards both perhaps in lesser cri- 
minal causes, that were of an ecclesiastical nature: for as to 
those criminal causes, which were of a civil nature, bishops had 
no power, especially in cases of blood; in which sort of judg- 
ments a bishop could not be concerned, without incurring him- 
self the highest censures of the Church: but they might have 
liberty to chastise the inferior clergy with corporal correction. 
The law indeed in many cases exempted the superior clergy 
from corporal punishment: as if a presbyter or a deacon gave 
false testimony in a pecuniary cause, they might be suspended, 
and sent to a monastery for a time, but not be corporally pu- 
nished as other men. In criminal causes it was otherwise: 
false testimony in such a case deprived them of their orders, 
and reduced them to the state of laymen; and then, as other 
laymen, they were liable to corporal punishment, according as 
the laws required. But whether it were a pecuniary cause, or 
a criminal cause, if one of the inferior orders gave false testi- 
mony, in either case he was liable to suffer corporal punish- 
ment ; and in this consisted the difference between the superior 


“4 C.5. [al.8.] (ibid. d.) Si junior 
fuerit, uno minus de quadraginta 
ictus accipiat; si certe honoratior 
triginta dierum inclusione [al. con- 
clusione} mulctetur. 

45 (Deut. 25, 3. Forty stripes he 
may give him and not exceed, &c.— 


See also 2 Cor. 11, 24. Ep.] 

46 Paris. 1700. 8vo. cc. 5, 6. 

47 Ep. 159. [al.133-] ad Marcellin. 
(t. 2. p.396e.) Qui modus coerci- 
tionis [scil. per virgarum verbera] 
....S8epe etiam in judiciis solet ab 
episcopis adhiberi. 


a 
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and inferior clergy in this part of discipline, as is noted 1n one 
of Justinian’s Novels+%, which Helps to explain the practice of 
the Church. 

And this is what I had to observe concerning those pu- 
nishments, which by the rules of the ancient discipline were 
peculiarly inflicted on the clergy for the correction of their of- 
fences. 


CHAP. V. 


A particular account of the crimes for which clergymen were 
liable to be punished with any of the forementioned kinds 


of censure. 

Allcrimes, 1. IT remains that we now give a particular account of those 
Saad crimes, for which clergymen might be punished. And here we 
with ex- must observe, that their crimes were of two sorts: such as were 
tation ina common to them with laymen, and such as they might be 
sled guilty of by transgressing the rules particularly relating to their 
with sus. Office and function. 

Seation Of the former sort I need not discourse particularly here, 
7 = because I have done it largely in the last Book, where I 


examined the nature of the several great crimes for which 
a layman might incur the censure of excommunication: there 
being only this general difference to be observed between 
the crimes of a laic and an ecclesiastic, that what was 
commonly punished with excommunication in a layman, was 
ordinarily punished with suspension or deposition in a clergy- 
man; or, if the crime was very scandalous and flagrant, with 
excommunication also. For this reason I here pass over the 
great crimes of idolatry, divination, magic, sorcery, and en- 
chantment, apostasy, heresy, schism, sacrilege, and simony; 
which are crimes against the First and Second Commandment in 
the Decalogue: as also blasphemy, profane swearing, perjury, 


48 Novel. 23. c. 20. (t. 5. P. -550-) ro nudatos legitimis subdi peenis 
Reverendissimis autem presb eris, precipimus: reliquos autem omnes, | 
aut diaconis, etiamsi inventi fuerint in aliis etiam ecclesiasticis ordinibus 


Pe pecuniaria causa falsum perhic constitutos, si falsum testimonium 


uisse testimonium; sufficiat pro 
verberibus tribus annis separari a 
sacro ministerio, et monasteriis tra- 
di. Pro criminalibus autem causis, 
si falsum testimonium dixerint, cle- 


cujuslibet cause, sive pecuniariz, 
sive criminalis, dixisse convincan- 
tur, non solum ecclesiastico officio 
repelli, sed etiam verberibus subdi. 


were liable to punishment. 47. 


and breach of vows, against the Third Commandment: all vio- 
lations of the law enjoining the religious observation of the 
Lord’s-day, against the Fourth Commandment: all disobedience 
and disrespect to parents, and treason and rebellion against 
princes, and general contempt of the laws of the Church, in- 
fringing the obligations of the Fifth Commandment: all the 
species of murder against the Sixth Commandment, and all 
species of uncleanness and intemperance against the Seventh : 
all kinds of theft, fraud, oppression, and injustice against the 
Eighth, and all kinds of false testimony, libelling, informing, 
calumny and slander, against the Ninth Commandment: be- 
cause I have already spoken of all these in particular, 
[throughout the chapters of the sixteenth Book,] and shown, 
that as they were punished with excommunication in the laity, 
so they were commonly punished with suspension or depriva- 
tion, and sometimes with excommunication in the clergy also. 

But besides these crimes, common both to laity and 
clergy, there were many transgressions and offences that 
might be committed by the clergy against the particular rules 
of their function and profession: and of these we are here to 
make a more special inquiry. Some of these respected their 
entrance upon their office; others, their behaviour in it. We 
will now speak particularly, but briefly and succinctly, of both. 

2. Some qualifications were originally required in the clergy Some 
as necessary at their entrance upon the clerical life and func- Gered an 
tion: and therefore certain rules were prescribed for a due ordination 
examination and inquiry into these before their ordination ; se 
and a defect in any of these qualifications, or a transgression, Or Nine 
against any of these rules, was enough to render an ordination immediate- 
null and void ab origine; so that the clergy thus ordained eisenicl 
were liable to be degraded or deposed immediately from their from their 
very first ordination. Of these qualifications, as I have had pat Rein 
occasion to show more at large in a former Book 49, some re- respon 
spected their faith and knowledge, others their former life and sil Sp 
morals, and others their outward quality and condition in the ee 
world: and a defect in any of these qualifications, or a trans- 
gression of any of the rules prescribed, was in the common 
course of the discipline of the Church a sufficient reason to de- 


pose a clergyman as soon as he was ordained. 


49 B. 4. ch. 3. v. 2. p. 34. 


. 48 


ing any of 
the known 
rules of 

ordination. 


cette ee 
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The first and principal qualification, so necessarily required, 
was an orthodox faith, and a competent knowledge in the Serip- 
tures and all things relating to the exercise of his function: and, 
if a bishop was ordained either without such an examination, or 
without such qualifications, both the ordainer and the ordained 
were immediately to be deposed. The words of Justinian’s law 48 
are very express in this business: ‘If any bishop is ordained 
contrary to the forementioned observation, we command, that 
both he who is so ordained be deposed, and also the bishop 
who so illegally ordained him.’ 

3. Another strict inquiry was to be made into men’s morals ; 
and if in any notorious instance they had formerly been cul- 
pable and scandalous, their ordination was forbidden ; or if by 
ignorance or surreption they were ordained, they were imme- 
diately upon discovery and conviction, to be suspended, if not 
deposed. Thus in the Council of Neocssarea we find a rule*9, 
‘that if a presbyter confessed that before his ordination he 
had been guilty of corporal uncleanness, he was no longer to 
be allowed to offer the sacrifice of the altar.’ This sin always 
made a man irregular, though some were of opinion, as the 
canon intimates, that other sins were done away by ordination. 
The canons further required that a man should be no digamist, 
or twice married, nor married to a widow, nor to any that had 
been divorced from another man: and if any such were or- 
dained, by the same rule of Justinian they were immediately 
liable to be deposed. It was forbidden likewise to ordain any 
man dzoAeAvpévws, that is, without fixing him ta some parti- 
cular diocese or church: and the ordination of any one con- 
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48 Novel. 137. c. 2. (t. 5. p. 609.) 
Si quis autem preter memoratam 


observationem episcopus ordinetur, 
jubemus et ipsum omnibus modis 
episcopatu dejici, et eum qui contra 
talem observationem eum ordinare 
ausus fuerit. 

49 C. 9. (t. I. p. 1481 e.) IIpeo- 
Burepos, ay TponpapTynKas odpart 
mpoax67, cal dpohoynon, Ort Hpapre 
™po THs xetporovias, rm) mporhepéero, 
pévey ev rois Aourois, dea Ty @AAnv 
omovdny. Ta yap Aoura auaprnpara 
pacar oi ToAAol Kat THy xetpobeiav 
agueva, x.r.A.—Conf. C. Nicen. c. 
g. (t. 2. p. 33 b.) Et reves avefera- 


oTws mpoonxOnaoay mpeaBurepo, jh i 

dvaxpivopevot @poAdynoay Ta iwap- 
THpeva avrois, kat Gpodoyn v au- 
tay, mapa xavdva KiVOULEvOL avOpa-- 
Tot Tois ToLouToLs Xetpa emireOeixaoe’ 

rourous 6 xay@y ov mpogierat’ rd yap 
averriAnmrov exdixet 7 Kafodixy éx- 
KAnoia.—C. Io. (ibid. c.) “Oot mpo- 
exetpic Onaav Toy _Taparenraxdroy 
kara Gyvo.ay, i} Kal _mpoeiicrav ray 
Mpoxetptrapevaw, TOUTO OU mMpoKpivet 
T@® Kavovt TO ExxANTLaTTIK®’ yvo- 


oGévres yap xabatpotvra.—C. Eli- 
ber. c. ie See before, ch. 2. 8. I. 
p- 16, the second part of n. 49. 


49 


were liable to punishment. 


trary to this rule, is by Pope Leo *° pronounced vain; and by 
the great Council of Chalcedon 5! null and void. 

It was another rule of this kind, for the preservation of good 
order in the Church, that no bishop should ordain another 
man’s clerk without his consent: and if any ong did so, the 
great Council of Nice 52, and the Council of Sardica 52, and the 
second of Arles >‘, peremptorily pronounce all such ordinations 
null and void. It was required in the election and ordination 
of a bishop, that there should be the general consent of these 
four parties, the clergy, the people, the provincial bishops, and 
the metropolitan: and ordinations performed in derogation to 
any part of this rule are by abundance of canons declared 
absolutely void, and bishops so promoted are appointed to be 
deposed. The Council of Antioch* is express in requiring the 
presence or consent of the provincial bishops and metropolitan ; 
decreeing, that an ordination performed contrary to this rule 


50 Ep. 92. ad Rustic. c. 1. (t. 3. 
p. 1405 e.).... Vana habenda est 
ordinatio, quz nec loco fundata est 
nec auctoritate munita. 

51 C. 6. (t. 4. p. 758 e.) Mn8eva 
de dwodedupevos etporoveto Oat, pire 
xpeaBurepov, nre Oidxovor, pire 
dros Tivd Tay ev ERKANTLAOTEKG ray- 
pars ei BN ixas ev éxeAnoia m6- 
dees, 7 } xapns, 7} paprupio, i) pova- 
ormpig, 6 Xeiporovoupevos émuxnput- 
Torro. Tovs de drokuras Xétporovou- 
pévous Spicev 7 ayia cvvodos a. cicupoy 
€xyey THY Tovaurny xetpoGeciay, kat 
pnSapov duvac Gat évepyeiy ep UBpe 
Tov yeiporoynoavros.—See more of 


this b. 4. ch. 6. v. 2. p. 76. 
52 C. 16. (t. 2. p. 36 e.) Ei d€ xal 
roApAoes€ Tis Upapragat Tov To érépp 
éporra, rai Xetporovjoat ev TH 
avrov éxxAncig, j27) ovyxarariBepevou 
Tov i8iou emuaKdrrov, OU avexapnoeyv 
6 ey rT? kavov, éferatopevos, dxvpos 
fore 1 Xetporovia. 
$C. 15. (ibid. p. 640 a.) Kat 
rouro O€ ayes ‘Spivaper, ¢ iva el ris 
erioxomos €& érépas Trapotkias Bov- 
An6qy dAAdrptoy unnperny, xepis THs 
Gécews rov idiov émoxdrou, 
tis rua BaOpdv xaragtnoa, dxupos 
kai aBeBaos 7 Katdoracis 7 TotavTn 
vouifotro. 
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54 C. 13. (t. 4. p. 1012 e.) Nullus 
cujuscunque ordinis clericus, non 
diaconus, non presbyter, non episco- 
pus, quacunque occasione faciente, 
propriam relinquat ecclesiam : sed 
omnimodis aut excommunicetur, aut 
redire cogatur. Quod si aliquo com- 
morationis tempore, invito episcopo 
suo, in aliena ecclesia habitans, ab 
episcopo loci clericus fuerit ordi- 
natus, hujusmodi ordinatio irrita 
habeatur. 

55 C. Ig. (t. 2. p. 569 c.) ’Esioxo- 
Tov [T)) xetporoveta Gat 8ixa ovvddov 
Kat mapouaias TOU ey TT pntporoAe 
Ts emapxias’ ToUTOU de apdvros 
€famavros Bedriov Bey uveivat auT@ 
mayras Tous ev ™ emapxia ovAXe- 
Toupyous, Kal mpoonnes 8 émoroAjs 
roy ev ™ pntpordAe ovyxahety, cal 
el ev aravrotev ol Tavtes, BéAriov. 
El 8¢ Guoxepés ein Touro, Tous ye 
Theious éfamavros mapeivae Sei, f did 
Ypapparav dpoynous yevéerOa’ xai 
oUTws, pera mS TOY theidvev Hroe 
Tapovaias h Wihov, yiver Oat THY Ka- 
rdoracwv. Ei 8 dAdws Tapa ra & cpt- 
opeva yiyvoiro, pndev loxver my 
xetporoviay’ et be Kata TOV G aptopevoy 
xavdva yiyvoiro 7 KaTaoracts, avTt- 
A€yorev SE tives 3e oixeiay didrovec- 
kiay, Kparety Thy rev TAEdvav Yndor. 
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shall be of no force,—pndev loyvew. The Council of Riez* for 
this reason actually degraded Armentarius, bishop of Ambrun, 
because he had neither the general consent of the provincial 
bishops nor of the metropolitan, but was clancularly ordained 
by two bishops without the knowledge of the other parties 
chiefly concerned. 

The canons, in the Latin Church especially, are altogether 
as peremptory and plain in disannulling all ordinations of 
bishops to any place against the general consent of the people. 
‘Let no bishop,’ says one of the Councils of Orleans 5’, ‘ be 
imposed upon a people against their wills. Nor let the clergy 
and people be constrained to give their consent by the oppres- 
sion of any potent persons. If any such thing is done, the 
bishop, who is so ordained rather by violence than any legal 
decree, shall be deposed for ever from the honour of his priest- 
hood.’ In lke manner the Council of Chalons 5*; ‘ A bishop 
shall not be chosen to any city any other way but by the con- 
sent of the provincial bishops, the clergy, and the people: if 
otherwise, the ordination shall be null and void.’ To this 
agrees the resolution of Pope Leo *9, in answer to the queries 
of a French bishop, ‘ that reason will not allow those to be re- 
ceived as bishops, who were neither chosen by the clergy, nor 
desired by the people, nor consecrated by the provincial 
bishops with the judgment of the metropolitan.’ And that 
rescript of Honorius™ concerning the election of the bishop 
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56 C. 1. (al. 2.] (t. 3. p. 1286 a.) 


.... Ordinationem, quam canones 
irritam definiunt, nos quoque eva- 
cuandam esse censuimus, in qua 
pretermissa trium presentia, nec 
expetitis comprovincialium literis, 
metropolitani quoque voluntate neg- 
lecta, prorsus nihil, quod episco- 
pum faceret, ostensum est.—Vid. 
C. Arelatens. 2. c. 6. (t. 4. p. 1012 a.) 
Illud autem ante omnia clareat eum, 
qui sine conscientia metropolitani 
constitutus fuerit episcopus, juxta 
magnam synodum esse episcopum 
non debere.—C. Aurelian. 5. c. 10. 
(t. 5. p. 393 d.) Ut nulli episcopa- 
tum premiis aut comparatione liceat 
adipisci, &c. 

67 C. Aurelian. 5. c. 11. (ibid. e.) 
Nullus invitie detur episcopus,... 


quod si factum fuerit, ipse episco- 
pus, qui magis per violentiam quam 
per decretum legitimum ordinatur, 
ab indepto pontificatus honore in 
perpetuum deponatur. 

C. ro. (t. 6. p. 389 d.) Si quis 
episcopus de quacunque civitate 
erit defunctus, non ab alio nisi a 
comprovincialibus, clero et civibus 
suis, alterius habeatur electio: sin 
aliter, hujus ordinatio irrita ha- 
beatur. 

59 Ep. 92. ad Rustic. c. 1. (t. 3. 
p. 140£ d.) Nulla ratio sinit, ut in- 
ter episcopos habeantur, qui nec a 
clericis sunt electi, nec a plebibus 
expetiti, nec a provincialibus episco- 
pis cum metropolitani judicio con- 
secrati. 

60 Ad Bonifac. ap. Crabb. t. 1. 
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of Rome, ‘that if two bishops were ordained by two con- 
tending parties, neither of them should be bishop, but one who 
was chosen out of the clergy by the judgment of the provincial 
bishops and the consent of all the people.’ So that if any 
bishop was ordained against these rules, his ordination was 
void, and he was liable to be deposed as soon as he was 
ordained. So, if any bishop was ordained who was before 
under the sentence of deposition, his ordination was null, as 
was declared in the case of Timotheus Alurus by several pro- 
vincial Councils, related in the Acts ® of the Council of Chal- 
cedon. Ifa bishop was ordained into a full see, where another 
was regularly ordained before him, his ordination was of no 
effect, ‘he was to be reputed as no bishop, but to be rejected 
as an adulterer, an intruder, an invader of other men’s rights, 
and a wolf only in sheep’s clothing :’ which was the answer 
that Cyprian © gave in the case of Novatian; and the Council 


of Sardica in Hilary’s Collection ® ; 


| B. spt (ap. Labb. t. 2. p. 1583 e.) 

i duo contra fas temeritate certan- 
tes fuerint ordinati, nullum ex his 
futurum penitus sacerdotem; sed 
illum solum in sede apostolica A sin 
mansurum, quem ex numero cleri- 
corum nova ordinatione divinum 
judicium et universitatis consensus 


elegenit. 

1 Synod. Cappadoc. in Act. C. 
Chalced. part. 3. (t. 4. p. 965 b.) 
Ea vero, que de Timotheo gesta 
sunt, penitus non laudamus: sacer- 
dotium habere non potest. Primum 
quidem, quia oportet eum, qui ex 
quacunque causa deponitur, susti- 
nere, et neque ad eum gradum ac- 
cedere, neque ad majorem currere 
dignitatem, antequam is, qui eum 
deposuit, solvat sententiam in eo 
prolatam, aut certe sanctorum epi- 
scoporum synodus, que perspexe- 
rint justa, definiant. —— Synod. 
Galat. ibid. c. 57. (ibid. p. 970 c.) 
Eum, qui ex quacunque causa de- 
positus est, non solum ad majorem 
gradum venire lex ecclesiastica non 
permittit, sed neque in ordine in 
quo fuit permanere, nisi deponens 
propria sententia eum rursus absol- 
vat, aut certe synodus sanctorum 


episcoporum aliquid de eo disponat. 


and the Oriental bishops 


—Synod. Paphlagon. c. 54. (ibid. 
B 965 a.) De Timotheo vero, &c.— 
ynod. Corinth. c. 56. (ibid. p. 967 
b.) Timotheum vero, &c. 
62 Ep. 52. [al. 55.] ad Antonian. 
. 104. (p. 243.) Factus est autem 
rnelins episcopus de Dei et Christi 
ejus judicio, de clericorum pene om- 
nium testimonio, de plebis que tunc 
affuit suffragio, et de sacerdotum 
antiquorum et bonorum virorum 
collegio; cum nemo ante se factus 
esset, cum Fabiani locus, id est, 
cum locus Petri et gradus cathedree 
sacerdotalis vacaret. Quo occupato 
de Dei voluntate, atque omnium 
nostrum consensione firmato, quis- 
quis jam episcopus fieri voluerit, fo- 
ris flat necesse est; nec habeat ec- 
clesiasticam ordinationem, qui eccle- 
siz non tenet unitatem: quisquis 
ille fuerit, multum de se licet jac- 
tans, et sibi plurimum vindicans ; 
rofanus est, alienus est, foris est.— 
bid. (p. 249.) Nisi si episcopus tibi 
videtur, qui, episcopo in ecclesia a 
sedecim coépiscopis facto, adulter 
atque extraneus oe Ya fieri a de- 
sertoribus per ambitum nititur, &c. 
& De Synodie, p 128. (Ed. Bened. 
Fragment. 2. n. 8. t. 2. pp. 628 a, 
seqq.).... Qui se ecclesiis immer- 
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and synods in the forementioned case of Timotheus lurus, 
mentioned both by Liberatus® and their own Acts © in the 
end of the Council of Chalcedon. 

In like manner it was a rule in the Church, that no energu- 
mens, or persons possessed with an evil spirit, should be ordained ; 
or if any such, by any chance or mistake, were ordained, he 
was immediately to be deposed. This is very expressly de- 
creed in the first Council of Orange®: ‘ Energumens are not 
only not to be taken into any order of the clergy, but those 
who are alrcady ordained, shall be removed from their office 
also.’ ‘ There is a necessity of removing such demoniacs,’ says 
Gelasius §7, ‘lest such ministers should scandalize the weak, for 
whom Christ died.’ 

It was another rule of the Church®, that no one who had 
voluntarily disfigured or dismembered his own body, should 
ever be admitted to any sacred order: and therefore if any 
such were actually ordained, by the order of the great Council 
of Nice® they were to ccase from officiating; to be secluded 
from the clerical function as soon as discovered, according to 


the decree of Gelasius7°; 


serunt luporum more, &c. ... Sint 
igitur vobis anathema, &c. 

64 Breviar. c. 15. (CC. t. 5. pp. 
763 & seqq.) Inthronizato autem 
e€0 


, &e. 

65 Part. 3. Epp. 38, 39, 41. (t. 4. 
pp. 921 d, seqq.) Ubi plura de Ti- 
motheo. 

66 C.16. (t. 3. p.1450 b.) Ener- 
gumeni [al. Qui palam aliquando 
arrepti sunt] non solum non assu- 
mendi sunt ad ullum ordinem cleri- 
catus, sed et illi, qui ordinati jam 
sunt, ab imposito officio sunt repel- 
lendi. [Energumeni non, &c., is the 
reading of the older copies: Labbe’s 
substitution of the words, Qui pa- 
lam, &c., changes the sense; for 
those terms must mean such per- 
sons as had done public penance. 
See the next section and n. 80, fol- 


et ae 

67 Ep. g. ad Episc. Lucanie, c. 19. 

(CC. t. 4. p. 1193 b.) Necessario re- 

movendi sunt, ne quibuslibet, pro 
uibus Christus est mortuus, scan- 
alum generetur infirmis. 


or, as the Roman Council?! under 


68 Vid. C. Apost. 21. (Cotel. [c. 
17.] Vv. I. p. 440.) ‘O daurdy dxpern- 
ptawas py yiwerOw xAnpixds’ av y 
rns [avrodoveurys| yap €orw [éav- 
Tov], kai THs Tov Geov s8npovpyias 
€x6pés.— C. Arelat. 2. c. 7. (t. 4 
p. 1012 b.) Hos, qui se carnali vitio 
repugnare nescientes abscidunt, ad 
clerum pervenire non posse. 

69 C. 1. (t. 2. p.29 a.)...El d¢€ 
Tis Vylaivwy éavroy éférepe, Touro 
kat €v to KAnpp é£era(duevov me- 
mavoOa mpoonxer’ Kat éx tov dsevpo 
ne THY TOLOUTWY XpHVat mMpodyer- 

at. 

70 Ep. 9. c. 19. (CC. t. 4. p. 1193 
c.) Si corpore sauciatum fortassis 
aut debilem nequaquam sancta con- 
tingere lex divjna permittit ; quanto 
magis doni ccelestis dispensatores 
esse non convenit, quod est deterius, 
mente perculsos ? 

71 C. 3. (ibid. 1061 b.) Inscii 
quoque literarum, nec non et aliqua 
membrorum damna perpessi, et hi, 
qui ex peenitentibus sunt, ad sacros 
ordines aspirare non audeant. Quis- 
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Hilary words it, ‘If any such crept into orders, the bishop 
who consecrated them was obliged to nullify and dissolve his 
own act, as soon as the fraud was discovered.’ 

Another rule was, that no person who was unbaptized, or 
regularly baptized without the due form of baptism, should 
be admitted to holy orders: and for this reason the Council of 
Nice 72 ordered all such as were ordained by the Paulianists to 
be both rebaptized and reordained, if they were otherwise 
found qualified for their function. A like order was made 
concerning all such as were baptized among heretics, or re- 
baptized by them, that no such should be ordained; and if 
any of either kind were surreptitiously admitted to orders, 
they were to be deposed 73, under penalty of deposition to the 
bishop himself, who should presume either to ordain any such, 
or not remove them when fraudulently ordained by others. 

If any one made use of the secular powers to gain a promo- 
tion in the Church, by a rule of the Apostolical Canons 74 he 
was to be deposed, and all that communicated with him were 
to be suspended from Christian communion. If a bishop or- 
dained any of his unworthy kindred for mere favour, by arule 
of the same Apostolical Canons?> the ordination was null, and 


uis talium consecrator exstiterit, 
actum suum dissolvet. 

72 C. 19. (t. 2. P-3 37 da.) Dept rev 
HavAtanoadvrey, etra mpoopuydvrav 
1 KaGoAxy éxxAngia, 6 Gpos exreOetras 
avaBarri fer Gat avrovs éfamayros* el 
0€ reves ev TEP TrapeAnhuOdre xpdvy ev 
rr) KAnpo eénrac@naap, ei pev dyepa- 
rot kal averriAnrrot paveiey, avaBar ~ 
rucOevres yetporoveicOwoay rd Tov 
ms KaGoXcxns éxxAnoias émioxdérov’ 
ei 8¢ 4 avaxptots averirndeious avrovs 
eupioxot, kabatpeioOat avtovs mpoon- 
Kel, K. T. 

73 Vid. Felic. 3. Ep.1.c. 5. [{al. Ep. 
7.] (CC. t. 4. p. 1077 b.) Mo per 
omnia custodito, ne ex eis unquam, 
qui in qualibet state alibi, quam in 
ecclesia Catholica, aut baptizati aut 
rebaptizati sunt, ad ecclesiasticam 
militiam prorsus non admittantur. . 
(al. permittantur]. Quoniam de suo 
ordine et communione videbitur fer- 
re judicium, quisquis hoc violaverit 
institutum, vel gui non removerit 
eum, quem ex els ad ministerium 


clericale obrepsisse cognoverit. 

74 C. 30. fal. 31. Labb. 29. ] ad 
tel. [c. 23.] v. 1. p. 441.) ET Tis 
emioKomros KOO MLKoIs Hpxoves xpnoa- 
pevos 8: avrav éyxparns exxAnoias 
yevnrat, kadaipeiOu, kat apopilér Ge, 
cal of xotywvourres avT@ travres. 


75 Ibid. c. 76. [al. 75+] ( Cotel. [c. 
68.] ibid. p. 447.) “Ore eh xen roy 


érigxonoy, TO adeAda re vig 
érépp ouyyevel xapt(opevoy TO aficpa 
THs emaKonns, xetporovery obs aurds 
BovAerat’ xAnpovdépous yap ths eme- 
oKorns avrov moteio Oat ov Sixatov, ra 
Tov Qeov Xapt(spevoy ‘abet avOpw- 
tivp’ ov yap Thy Tov Xptorou éxAy- 
giay umd kdnpovopiay opeine riBevat. 
Ei b€ _Tts TOUTO Togo, dxupos pev 
ate 7 xeiporovia, autos Sé emiripdo~ 
Ow Aa oHE [Labbe and Cossart 
(t. I. rd, .) read the canon thus: 

"Ore oe Be éricxorov TH adeAhe 
vig 7) érép@ ouyyevet xapiver Oa qwa- 
bet dvOparivy’ ov yap THY Tov Ocov 
éxxAnoiav md Kdnpovdpous opeihes 
rideva. El 8€ ris rovro mwonoe, 
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the bishop himself was to be suspended. And to this agrees 
the order made in the tenth Council of Toledo 76 to the same 
purpose. Ifa bishop ordained his own successor. by a rule of 
the Council of Antioch?” his ordination was null, because it 
was clandestinely done without the consent of a provincial 
synod. Or if a bishop was ordained only by two bishops, for 
the same reason he was lable to be deposed, because it was 
done against the rule, which required the concurrence of the 
metropolitan and the provincial synod. Therefore the first 
Council of Orange ordered ‘®, in such a case, ‘ that if two bishops 
presumed to ordain a bishop by themselves, both the ordaining 
bishops were to be deposed; and if the bishop was ordained 
against his will, he should be put into the place of one of the 
deposed bishops: but if he was ordained by his own consent, 
then he also was to be deposed, that the rule prescribed by the 
ancient canons might be more cautiously observed. And the 
Council of Riez79 actually deposed Armentarius, bishop of 
Ambrun, for this very reason, because he had not three bishops 
to ordain him. 


All these were transgressions against the known rules of 


dxupos pevérw 1) xetporovia, autos bé 
emriudcbem adopiopp. By these 
alterations the force of the canon is 
much weakened. Ep. 

76 C, 3. (t. 6. p. 461 c.) Agnovi- 
mus quosdam pontifices precepti 
principis Apostolorum, qui ait, Pas- 
cite, qui tn vobis est, gregem, etc., ita 
esse immemores, ut quibusdam mo- 
nasteriis, parochialibusque ecclesiis, 
aut sus consanguinitatis personas, 
aut sui favoris participes, iniquum 
seepe statuant in prelatum ; ita illis 
providentes commoda inhonesta, ut 
eisdem deferantur, aut qu proprio 
episcopo dare justus ordo poposce- 
rit, aut que rapere deputati exacto- 
ris violentia potuerit. Proinde de- 
center omnibus placet, et in pre- 
senti tale rescindere factum, et non 
esse de cetero faciendum. Nam 
quisquis pontificum deinceps, aut 
sanguine propinquis, aut favore sibi 
sagen quibuscunque devinctis, ta- 
ia commodare lucra tentaverit ausu 
nefande presumptionis; et, quod 
visum fuerit, devocetur in irritum ; 


et, qui ordinarit, annuz excommuni- 
cationis ferat excidium. 

7 C. 23. (t. 2. p.572 d.) "Esioxo- 
gov ji) €€eivas avr avrov xabiorey 
érepoyv éavrov diddoxoy, xdy mpds ri 
reAeury rov Biov rvyyave’ ei € Ts 
rowvro yiyvotro, dxupoy elvat Ty Ka- 
racraow, pudarrecOa be riv Geopdy 
Tov éKKAnOLaoTLKOY, TWEpteyovTa, jp} 
deiy GAws yiverOa, jj 
kal emxpicews emoxérov, Tov pera 

nv KoinowW Tov avaravcayuevou THy 
doves €xovrey Tov mpodyerOa roy 


df£vov. 

78 C. 21. (t. 3. p. 1450 d.) [Duo 
si presumpserint ordinare episco- 
pum,] placuit de presumptoribus, 
ut, sicubi contigerit duos episcopos 
Invitum episcopum facere, auctoribus 
damnatis, unius eorum ecclesiz ip- 
se, qui vim passus est, substituatur; 
... 81 voluntarium duo fecerint, et 
ipse damnabitur, quo cautius ea, 
quze sunt antiquitus instituta, ser- 
ventur. 

79 C. 1. See n. 56, preceding. 
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ordination, and imputed to men as immoralities, because they 
were violations of those good rules and orders which were 
made with great wisdom for the regular government and bene- 
fit of the Church: and therefore, if in any of these cases a 
crime was committed, the ordination was liable to be declared 
void originally by the discipline of the Church; and the clergy 
so ordained might be deposed, as soon as they were ordained, 
for the offences committed in their ordination. It is true in- 
deed, the Church did not always actually depose such: but 
then she dispensed with her own rules, and such dispensations 
were only matters of favour and indulgence in some special 
cases, when the Church for prudential reasons thought fit to 
relax her discipline, and grant men such allowances, as in 
strictness of law they could not challenge :. the general rules of 
discipline were still in force, though the Church did not always 
think it proper to put them strictly in execution. 

4. Neither was it any remedy in this case, that men made a No remedy 
solemn atonement for their crimes before the Church by doing ete 
public penance for them. For this was so far from opening doing pub- 
their way to a regular ordination, that it was one of those ral Sait 
things that rendered them incapable of it; or if by any secret 
methods they had attained it, this was thought a sufficient 
reason to withdraw their orders and degrade them. ‘No one 
that has done pnblic penance,’ says the fourth Council of Car- 
thage®°, ‘shall be ordained a clerk, though he be otherwise 
a good man: or, if by concealment from the bishop’s know- 
ledge this happen to be done, the clerk shall be deposed, be- 
cause he confessed not at the time of his ordination that he 
had done penance in the church.’ After the same manner 
the Roman Council®! under Pope Hilary makes the doing of 
public penance as much a bar to a man’s ordination as the 
profoundest ignorance or mangling his own body: and de- 
clares, ‘ that whatever bishop consecrates any such, he shall be 
obliged to reverse and cancel his own act,’ that is, immediately 
deprive them of their orders, and degrade them. The lke 
was determined by Pope Innocent in the case of one Modestus, 
who after he had done penance for many crimes, not only was 


8 C. 68. See before, ch. 3. 8.9. p. 31, the second part of n. 92. 
81 C. 3. Seen. 71, preceding. 
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ordained a clergyman, which was against law, but also aimed 
at a bishopric. His determination upon the point is this®: 
‘that he ought not only to be defeated in his expectation of a 
bishopric, but’ (according to the Canons of Nice®®) ‘be re- 
moved from all office among the clergy.’ The third Council of 
Orleans enacted the same: ‘ No one shall be promoted to holy 
orders who has either been married to two wives, or married & 
widow, or done public penance, &c.’ And**, ‘if any bishop 
wiltingly act against these rules, he that is ordained shall be 
deprived of his office, and the bishop himself for six months 
sequestered or suspended from his ministration.’ The Council 
of Agde®> a little moderates the punishment, allowing such 
presbyters and deacons who had done penance to retain the 
name and honours of their orders, but forbidding deacons to 
minister the cup, or presbyters to consecrate the oblation of 
the altar. And the first Council of Toledo®® degrades them, 
not totally, but allows deacons, thus ordained out of penitents, 
to take place among the subdeacons, that is, in the next 
inferior order. 

Thus one way or other, every clergyman who had done 
penance whilst he was a layman, was corrected and punished 
for not declaring when he was ordained that he was in such a 
state as by the rules of the Church was made a just impedi- 
ment to his ordination: and it was always thought scandalous 
and offensive, to allow any man to officiate as a public minister, 
who had before been a public penitent in the Church. The 
Church could admit them to pardon and reconciliation after 
penance, but would not allow them to aspire to any dignity, or 
continue them in any sacred office of the clerical function. 


82 Ep. 6. ad Episcopos Apulie, 
(CC. t. 2. p. 1262 c.)... Non solum 
ab episcopatus ambitione, sed etiam 
a clericatus removeatur officio. 

8 Cc. 9 et 10. See before, n. 49, 
preceding. 

84 C. Aurelian. 3. c. 6. (t. 5. p. 
297 b.) De ipsis quoque, qui ordi- 
nandi sunt clerici, regulari custo- 
diatur studio, ne aut duarum uxo- 
rum vir, aut renupte maritus, aut 
peenitentiam professus..ad ordines 
promoveatur. Quod si sciens epi- 
scopus contra hec statuta agendum 


esse crediderit, is quidem, qui or- 
dinatur, suscepto juxta anteriores 
canones privetur officio: sed et ille 
pro ordinationis temeritate sex men- 
sibus a celebrandis officiis seques- 
tretur. 

85 C. 43. See before, ch. 3. 8. 9. 
p- 31, the fourth part of n. 92. 

86 C. 2. (t. 2. p. 1223 e.) Placutt, 
penitentes non admittantur ad 
clerum.. Si qui autem ante ordinati 
sunt diacones, inter subdiacones ha- 
beantur. 
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5. There was another sort of impediments of ordination, Some im- 
; Sis : - pediments 
which, as I observed, arose not from any criminal action in 6 ordina- 


men, but barely from their outward state and condition in the ee 
. e . ° ° rom men § 

world; because it happened to be incompatible and inconsist- outward 

ent with the duties of the sacred order: and therefore many ae 

strict rules were made to prohibit the ordination of men in in the 

such a capacity, and to remove them back again from the ee 

clerical to a secular state, if they happened to be unwarily or- times occa- 

dained against any such prohibitions. rp = 

Thus, to instance in a few particulars, the military calling, #2. 

(under which, as I have shown in another place*’, were com- 

prehended not only the armed soldiery of the camp, but also 

all officers of the emperor’s palace, and all apparitors and 

officials of judges or governors of provinces,) I say, the military 

calling in this comprehensive sense was reckoned inconsistent 

with the duties of the clerical life: because the men of this vo- 

cation were tied by the laws to the service of the empire; and 

therefore the laws both of Church and State forbad the admis- 

sion of them into any order of the Church; and, if they were 

admitted by any fraud or mistake, they were liable to be 

deposed, and returned back to their ancient service. The 

Church had another reason also for refusing the soldiers of the 

camp; because probably they had imbrued their hands in 

blood, and no such were capable of ordination. Therefore, 

when some such were got into orders in the Spanish Churches, 

Pope Innocent wrote a sharp letter to the Synod of Toledo®’, 

telling them, ‘that, by reason of the numbers of those who had 

been so ordained, it was proper to suffer them to continue, for 

fear of giving disturbance to the Church, and to leave them to 

the judgment of God: but for the future, if any such were or- 


87 B.4. ch. 4. 8.1. v. 2. p. 54. 

8 Ep. 23. c. 4. (CC. t.2. p. 1281 
ce.) De ordinationibus, quas prave 
consuetudinis vitio 'Hispanienses 
episcopos celebrare cognoscimus, 
fuerat aliquid secundum majorum 
traditionem statuendum, nisi per- 

deremus, ne perturbationes quam 
plurimis ecclesiis moveremus. Quo- 
rum factum ita de sods ut 
numerum corrigendorum 

he ei quoquo modo facts sunt, in 
dubeam non vocemus, sed Dei potius 


judicio dimittamus....Sed ne de- 
Inceps similia committantur, dilec- 
tionis vestre maturitas providere 
debebit, ut tantze usurpationi saltem 
nunc finis necessarius imponatur: 
eo videlicet constitute, ut si qui 
posthec, adversus formas canonum, 
vel ad ecclesiasticum ordinem vel 
ad ipsum sacerdotium venire tenta- 
verint, una cum creatoribus suis 
ipso, in quo inventi fuerint, ordine 
et honore priventur. 
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dained, both the ordainers and the ordained should be deposed.’ 
And the Council of Toledo so far complied with his admoni- 
tion, as to decree®9, ‘ that if any soldiers had been admitted to 
any of the inferior orders, they should never rise higher than 
to the dignity of deacons in the Church.’ 

The ordination of slaves and vassals was prohibited upon the 
same account, because they were tied by the law to the service 
of their temporal masters : so likewise all members of any civil 
company or society of tradesmen, because they were tied to 
the service of the commonwealth: and all those who went by 
the name of curiales, or decuriones, in the Roman govern- 
ment; beimg members of the curia, that is, the court or com- 
mon-council of any city, to whose service they were tied by 
virtue of their estates and possessions. The ordination of all 
these sorts of men was generally forbidden both by the laws of 
Church and State: and, if any such were irregularly ordained, 
masters had liberty to reclaim their slaves ; and the state, her 
soldiers ; and any corporation or curia, their deserting mem- 
bers ; and the Church, except in some special cases, was 
bound to depose them, and readily consented to restore them 
to their ancient secular station and employment again. Of all 
which I have given a large account in a former Book™, and 
here only hint them to explain the discipline of the Church. 


What 6. We have hitherto considered the causes and occasions of 
aight o&: men’s deprivation, arising from some irregularities committed 


rar rpil in their entrance upon the clerical office: we are next to view 
of the cler- What crimes might occasion their deprivation, or make them 


gy, or other liable to other censures, in the performance of it. 
censures, in : ; : 

And here, in the first place, it may be noted in general, that 
their office. ® clergyman was ever hable to be censured for any contempt 
Clergymen of the canons. Concerning which there are directions given 


me aes in the first Council of Carthage, and Turin™, and Braga®, 


est, honore privetur. 
92 C. 2. [al. 3.] (ibid. p. 1156 d.) 
Proinde judicavit synodus, &c. 
Bracar. 1. Cc. 40. ie Bracar. 2. 
c. 22.] (t.5. p. 842d.) Placuit, ut, 
quecunque precepta antiquorum 
canonum modo in concilio recitata 


89 C. 8. (ibid. p. 1224 e) Si 
que post baptismum militaverit, et 
chlamydem sumpeerit, aut cingulum ; 
etiamsi graviora non admiserit, si ad 
clerum admissus fuerit, diaconii non 


accipiat dignitatem. 


© B.4. ch. 4. 8.2. v. 2. p. 56. 

91 C. 14. (t.2. p. 718 b.) Si quis 
statuta supergressus corruperit, vel 
pro nihilo habenda putaverit, si 
laicus est, communione, si clericus 


sunt, nullus audeat preterire. Si 

quis autem quasi contumax trans- 

ina ille necesse est ut de suo 
egradetur officio. 
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and several others: but as these equally affect both clergy For con- 
and laity, I need not be more particular in relating them at the>. ae 
length, having done it once before in the general account of 
discipline in the former Book. 

7. They were more especially liable to censure for negli- ee oa 
gence in their office, or any great irregularity committed in their duty. 

the execution of it. ‘If a bishop or a presbyter be negligent 

toward the other clergy or people, not instructing them in the 

ways of godliness, he shall be suspended,’ say the Apostolical 

Canons ; ‘and if he continues in his neglect and slothfulness, 

he shall be deposed.’ This neglect is termed sacrilege in the 

Civil Law %, and accordingly to be punished under that deno- 

mination. 

8. If the clergy neglected to use the public liturgy, or any 3. For neg- 
part of it, the Lord’s Prayer, the stated and received hymns, cine ie 
&c., they were liable to censure and condemnation. The fourth doa li- 
Council of Toledo has several canons to this purpose. ‘If any Lows 
priest or inferior clerk,’ says one canon, ‘neglect to use the be bl a 
Lord’s Prayer daily, either in public or in private, let him be 
condemned for his pride, and be deprived of the honour of his 
order.’ Another % establishes the use of the common prayers, 
and the doxology, Glory be to the Father, and to the Son, 
and to the Holy Ghost! and the Hymns of St. Hilary and 
St. Ambrose, composed in honour of the Apostles and Martyrs, 
under the penalty of excommunication to any priest in Spain 

- or Gallicia, that should presume to reject them. Another% 
4 B. 16. ch. g. 


8. 5. v. 6. p. nem Dominicam quotidie aut in 


385. publico aut in privato officio pre- 
% C. 58. [al. BT] (Cotel. (c. 50.] terierit, propter superbiam judicatus, 

V. I. Pp. 445-)  Emioxomos | mpec- ordinis eui honore priveturl al. mulc- 

Burepos, dpedéoy Tov KANpou 4 ro v tetur]. 

Aaov, xal pry mavdevov airovs yo C. 12. [al. 13.] (ibid. p. 1710 ¢.) 

taal adopi(éc bes’ paivtonas ¥ Sicut igitur orationes, ita et hymnos 


7H poOunia, xaba:peic bo. 
Cod. Theod. 1. 16. tit. 2. de 
Episcopis, leg. 25. (t. 6. p.57.) Qui 


divinse sanctitatem aut nesci- 
endo confundunt et offendunt, aut 
negligendo violant, sacrilegium com- 
mittunt. 


7 C. 9. [al. 10.] (t. 5. p. 1708 
Quisquis ergo sacerdotum ve a 
jacentium clericorum [hanc] oratio- 


in laudem Dei compositos, nullus 
nostrum [al. vestrum] ulterius im- 
robet, sed pari modo in Gallicia 
al. Gallia] lispaniaque celebrent, 
ae omuinmacstions plectendi, qui 
hymnos rejicere fuerint ausi. 

%® C. 13. [al. 14.] (ibid. c.) Hym- 
num quoque Trium Puerorum, in 
de universa cceli terreeque creatura 

ominum collaudat, et quem eccle- 
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confirms the use of the Hymn of the Three Children under 
the same penalty. A fourth canon! orders after what manner 
and form the Gloria Patri! shall be sung by all ecclesiastics : 
and a fifth? appoints the reading of the Apocalypse at a certain 
season of the year, between Easter and Pentecost, denouncing 
the same sentence aad punishment of excommunication to any 
who should either reject the book as uncanonical, or neglect to 
use it in divine service according to appointment. 


4.Formak- 9. If a minister made any material alteration in the manner 
rade lie of administering the sacraments, he was liable to be deposed 


the form of for his presumption ; as, if he either changed the general form 
beptism. of words used in baptism, or the trine immersion received by 
universal custom in all Churches. ‘If any bishop or presbyter,’ 
says one of the Apostolical Canons3, ‘ baptize not according to 
the commandment of the Lord, in the name of the Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghost: but in Three Unoriginated Beings, or 


Three Sons, or Three Paracletes, let him be deposed.’ 


And 


the next canon‘ says, ‘ If a bishop or presbyter use not three 


sia Catholica per totum orbem diffusa 
celebrat, quidam sacerdotes in missa 
Dominicorum dierum et in solem- 
nitatibus martyrum canere negli- 
gunt. Proinde hoc sanctum Conci- 
lium instituit, ut per omnes ecclesias 
Hispaniz vel Gallicie [al. Gallize] 
in Omnium missarum solemnitate 
idem in pulpito decantetur: com- 
munionem amissuri, qui et anti- 
quam hujus hymni consuetudinem 
nostramque definitionem excesse- 
rint. 

1 C. 18. (ibid. e.) In fine Psalmo- 
rum non, sicut a quibusdam huc 
usque, Gloria Patri, sed, Gloria et 
honor Patri dicatur; David propheta 
dicente, Afferte Domino gloriam et 
honorem: et Ioannes evangelista in 
Apocalypsi, Audivi vocem celestis 
exercitus dicentem, Honor et gloria 
Deo nostro sedenti in throno! ac 
per hoc hec duo sic oportet in terris 
dici, sicut in celis resonant. Uni- 
versis igitur ecclesiasticis hanc ob- 
servantiam damus, quam quisquis 
ei communionis jacturam 

abebit. 


2 Ibid. c. 16. (al. 17.] (ibid. p. 
1711 a.) Apocalypsin librum mul- 
torum Conciliorum auctoritas et 
synodica sanctorum presulum Ro- 
manorum decreta Ioannis evange- 
liste esse perscribunt, et inter di- 
vinos libros recipiendum, [Ate ak- 
quid omnino deest,| atque in ecclesia 
Dei pradicare contemnunt. Si quis 
eum deinceps aut non receperit, aut 
a Pascha usque ad Pentecosten mis- 
sarum tempore in ecclesia non pre- 
dicaverit, excommunicationis sen- 
tentiam habebit. 

3 C. 49. [al. 48.] (Cotel. [c. ee 
Vv. I. p. 444.) Et ris émioxoros, 
mpeaSutepos, Kata thy Tov Kupiouv 
Scarakiy px Barrion eis Harépa nat 
Yidv wat “Aytoy Tlvetpa, adr’ eds 
tpeis Avdpxous, f) Tpeis Yious, fh rpeis 
TapaxAnrous, xadapeioOw. 

4 [C. 50. [al. 49.] ( Cotel. [e. 
42.] ibid. c.) Et ris érioxomos, f 
mpeaButepos, pn tpia Barricpatra 
pds punoews emred€on, GAN év Bar- 
riopa, [Td] ets roy Odvaroy rou Kupiou 
diddpevoy, xaBapeicOw* ov yap eirev 
6 Kuptos, Eis roy Oavardy pov Ban- 
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immersions in the mystery of baptism, but only one immersion 
into the death of Christ, let him be deposed. For the Lord 
said not, Baptize into my death, but, “Go teach all nations, 
baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghost.” ’ 

10. If any clergyman neglected to frequent the church and etree 
divine service daily, even when he did not officiate or celebrate divine ser- 
himself, he was liable to be deposed, if after admonition he per- “ “YY: 
sisted obstinately in his contempt. To this purpose it is decreed 
by the first Council of Toledo‘, ‘that if any presbyter, deacon, 
or subdeacon, or other clerk deputed to the service of the 
church, being in any city or place where there is a church, or 
eastle, or village, or hamlet, shall neglect to come to church 
and the daily sacrifice, he shall be no longer accounted a clerk, 
unless upon admonition from the bishop he make satisfaction 
and obtain pardon for his offences.’ The Council of Agde® re- 
duces such to the communion of strangers, that is, suspends 
them from their office; and the law of Justinian’ orders them 
to be degraded, because of the scandal they give to the laity 
by such neglect or contempts of divine service. 

11. If any clergyman entangled and embarrassed himself in 6. For med- 
secular offices, because this was an unnecessary avocation from “ng v8 
his own employment, and hinderance to the proper business of offices. 
his calling, he was liable to be deposed. ‘No bishop or pres- 
byter,’ says one of the Apostolical Canons’, ‘shall thrust him- 


tigate’ aGAAG, TlopevOevres, x. 7. X. 


Grischov. 

5 C. 5. (t.2. p.1224b.) Presbyter, 
vel diaconus, vel subdiaconus, vel 

uilibet ecclesize deputatus clericus, 
i intra civitatem fuerit, vel in loco 
in quo ecclesia est, aut castella aut 
vici sunt aut villz, si ad ecclesiam 
aut ad sacrificium quotidianum non 
venerit (al. accesserit], clericus non 
habeatur, si castigatus, per satis- 
factionem veniam ab episcopo no- 
lait promereri. 

6 C. 2. (t. 4. p. 1383 b.) Contu- 
maces vero clerici, prout dignitatis 
ordo permiserit, ab episcopis cor- 
rigantur: et si qui prioris gradus, 
elati superbia, communionem for- 
tasse contempserint, aut ecclesiam 
frequentare vel officlum suum im- 


plere neglexerint, peregrina eis com- 
munio tribuatur: ita ut, cum eos 
penitentia correxerit, rescripti in 
matricula gradum suum dignita- 
temque recipiant. 

7 Cod. l.1. tit. 3. de Episc. leg. 
41. n.10.(t. 4. p. 113.) ... Kai rous 
pe) EUptoKopevous aueutras Tais det- 
Toupyiats mpookaprepouvras &&w Tov 
KAnpov xabioracGat [KeAevoper]. 

8 C. 81. ie 80.] (Cotel. [c. 72. 
ibid. p. 447.) Etsropey ore py [al. od 
xp) emioxotoy xabiévat éavroy eis 
Snpocias Stocnoets, dAAa mpocev- 
Katpeiy Tais é€xxAnowaotiKais xpeiats’ 
 mebecOw ovv rovro py moe, 7 
xabatpeicOw’ ovdeis yap Suvara dvor 
xupios Sovdevery, Kata Thy Kuptaxny 
mapaxeXevorwv. 
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self els Snpoglas d.orKjoes, into any public administrations or 
employments, but keep himself always in readiness for the ser- 
vice of the Church. Let him therefore either incline his mind 
not to do this, or let him be deposed. For no man can serve 
two masters, according to what the Lord appointed.’ And an- 
other canon? says, ‘A bishop, presbyter, or deacon, that em- 
ploys himself in a military life, and would retain both a Roman 
office and an ecclesiastical function together, shall be deposed. 
For we must “render unto Cesar the things which are 
Cesar’s and unto God the things that are God’s.”’ The 
first Council of Carthage! forbids ‘clergymen to take upon 
them the administration or stewardship of any houses, because 
the Apostle says, ‘“ No man that warreth (in God’s service) en- 
tangleth himself in the affairs of this life.” Therefore clergy- 
men must either quit their stewardships, or stewards their cle- 
rical office.’ 
But because necessity or charity might seem to require cler- 
gymen to engage a little in secular affairs in some special cases, 
the Council of Chalcedon? delivers the rule with some distinct- 
tion: ‘ Whereas we are informed, that some of the clergy for 
filthy lucre’s sake hire other men’s possessions, and exercise 
themselves in worldly affairs, neglecting the service of God, 
living in the houses of secular men, and taking upon them the 
management of their estates out of covetousness and the love 
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Aetroupyias xarappgGupouvres, rovs 
de TOY KOO piKdy UroTpExovres otxous, 
Kal ovoi@y Xetpurpous dvadex dpevos 
bia ptrapyupiay. “Qpioe Toivuy 4 


°C. 83. [al. 82.] (Cotel. [c. 14) 
ibid.) "Enioxoros, 7 mpeaBurepos, 

Sidxovos, oTpareig TXOAdLwv, nai Bov- 
Adpevos “ans érepa Karexew, *“Popaixny 


dpxny «al leparixny Sioixnorw, xaOat- 
peicOm" ra yap ata ae 
xai Ta rov Qeov, GeQ. .—Vide c. 
[al. 6.] (Cotel. [c. 4.] ibid. p. 4378) 
node « Ppovridas py dvadapSa- 
me * ef 8€ un ye, xaBaipeicbw. 

18) 6. (t. 2. p. 616 feonigesp 
716) a.).... Non accedant ad actus 
seu administrationem vel procura- 
tionem domorum. 

NC, 3. (t. 4. P- 755 d.) "HA Oey 
eis Ty ayiay civodoy, ore TOY ev TP 
KANp@ Karetheypeveoy tives Ot olxeiay 

loxpoxépdecav ddAorpiwy KTNpaTwY 
yivovras ptrbwrai, cai mpdypara Koo- 
puxch épyodaBovci, rijs pev Tov Geo 


ayia cuvodos, pndeva rov Aourov, By 
€miOKOTrOV, 41) KAnptxdy, a povd- 
{ovra, f poGovcGas xTqpara, i) mpay- 
pata, erevoayety éaurév xoopixais 
Stocxnoect’ may el pn Tov ex vopoay 
kadotro eis adnXixwy drapairnroy 
émitpomny, 4 6 ths wmédews eioxoros 
éxeAnovaorixay emerpeyror ppovricew 
Mpaypdror, fj oppavav, kal xnpav 


vonT@Y, kal Tay mpocamay Trav 
pi ie a THS ExkANOLACTKs Beopevey 


BonOeias, 81a rov y tov Kupiov. 
Ei 8€ ris mapaBawey ra opiopeva 
rou Aomrov emyetpnoot, 6 rowvros 
exkAnovaorixots UroxeicOea emripi- 
ots. 
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of money; the holy synod decrees, that henceforth no bishop, 
clergyman, or monk, shall either hire any possessions or put 
himself into any secular administrations, unless by the law he 
be called to the unavoidable care or guardianship of orphans, 
or the bishop of the place permit him to be the procurator of 
the church-revenues, or to take the care of widows and orphans 
and such other helpless persons as need the assistance of the 
Church, which may be done in the fear of the Lord. If any 
one henceforward transgress these rules, he shall be liable to 
ecclesiastical censure.’ 

There are many other laws, forbidding them to be sureties, 
or pleagers at the bar for themselves or others in any civil con- 
test, or to follow any secular trade or merchandise; but these 
with some limitations and exceptions; of all which, because I 
have had occasion to discourse more fully in a former Book", 

I need say no more in this place. 

12. It was another crime of the like nature, for a clergyman 7. For de- 
to desert and relinquish his own church, to which he was ori- oS 
ginally fixed and appointed by his ordination, without license church 
from the bishop to whose jurisdiction he belonged. For though pean oe 
this was not properly an absolute and universal renunciation to another. 
and desertion of the Church’s service; yet it was a manifest 
breach of good order, and a transgression of an useful rule 
established by often repeated injunctions over the Church uni- 
versal, that no clerk should leave his own bishop’s church or 
diocese without his consent, nor find reception in any other, to 
the prejudice of the bishop who first ordained him. ‘If any 
presbyter, deacon, or other clerk,’ say the Apostolical Canons *, 
‘forsake his own diocese to go to another, and there continue 
without the consent of his own bishop; we decree, that such an 
one shall no longer continue to minister as a clerk, (especially 
if after admonition he refuse to return,) but only be admitted 


were liable to punishment. 


12 B. 6. ch. 4. 88. 9, 10, 11, &c. 
1 PR 27 278, &c. 

15, 16. [al. 14.] ( Cotel. 
fe. 12.] V. 1. p. 439.) El ris mpeoBu- 
repos, ff Stdxovos, ) OA@s Tov Kara- 
Aéyou ray KAnpixév, arodeiyas Ti 
favrou mwapotxiay els érépay arrehOy, 
kai wayrehaos peracras SiarpiBy ev 


dAAn mapoixig Tapa ywapuny Tov iSiov 
emtrxdémou’ rTouToy Keevopev pnkére 


Aeroupyeiv, et pddtora mpooKadau- 

pévou avrov érravedGeiv emcoxdmrou 
ovx Unnxovoey, émipeveov a7) drafig’ 
os Aaixos pev Toe éxeioe Kowoveiren. 
Ei be de érioxoros, wap @ Tuyxdvovory, 
wap’ ovdey 7 NyNTGpevos rh Kar auréy 
éptoOeioay a apyiay, befnrat avrous os 
KAnpxous, apopiférbw ws diddacxados 


ar ias. 
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to communicate as a layman. And if the bishop, to whom they 
repair, shall entertain them in the quality of clergymen, he 
shall be excommunicated, as a master of disorder.’ The same 
rule is frequently repeated in the ancient canons, to which I 
have referred the reader in another place's. 


8. For ofi- 13. If any clergyman pretended to officiate after he was cen- 
ee ages sured and condemned by a synod, before he was absolved by 
demnation that or another synod, he was to be deposed for his contempt, 
ofa synod. J ithout hope of restitution. This was first decreed in the 
Apostolical Canons!5: ‘If any bishop, presbyter, or deacon, 
who is justly deposed for his crimes, presume to meddle with 
the service belonging to his order, let him be whollywcut off 
from the communion of the Church.’ The Council of Antioch !© 
repeats this rule a little more explicitly : ‘If any bishop, who 1s 
deposed by a synod, or presbyter, or deacon, who 1s deposed 
by his own bishop, presume to officiate in their ministry, they 
shall have no hopes of being restored even by another synod, 
nor any room left for satisfaction: and all that communicate 
with them shall be cast out of the Church, especially if they do 
it after they are apprised of the sentence pronounced against 
them.’ This canon is repeated and confirmed by the great 
Council of Chalcedon’’, as a standing rule then inserted into 
the code of the universal Church. 
9. Forap- 14. In this case the Church allowed of appeals, that if any 
nea ae one was injured or oppressed by any rash or violent proceed- 
censure of ing, he might have justice done him in a provincial synod. But 
* provincia! then this liberty of appeals was limited to the place or province 
synod to J OF-APP © Pp P 
aoe. where the party lived, and he might not fly to another country 


under pretence of more impartial justice. The bishops of Rome 


14 B. 6. ch. 4. 8. 4. v. 2. p. 267. 

15 C, 28. (al. 27.] (Cotel. [c. 21.] 
ibid. p. 441.) Et ris émioxomos, 7 
mpeaBurepos, 7 Sidxovos, xabaipebeis 
Stxaiws emi eyxAnuace avepois, ToA- 
pnoeev epayacba ris more eyxet- 
pwrGeions avrq Xeroupyias’ otros 
wavramacw éxxontégOw tis éxkXy- 
gias. 

16 C. 4. (t. 2. p.564b.) El tes 
€rioxotos umd avvddou KaGatpebeis, 
i mpeaBurepos, 7 Sidxovos bd row 
iStou emioxdrov, roApnoeev re mpatat 


Tis Aetroupyias, etre 6 ewioxomos xaTa 
THY mpodyoucay ouvnOeay, etre 6 Oud- 
Kovos’ pnkert e€dy etvat aurg, pnd év 
érépg avvddp éArida drroxaracta- 
gews, unre amoAoyias xopay xe 
GAAa Sé rovs Kotvwvouvras alr@ ay- 
ras d7oSadAecOat ris éxxAnoias, Kal 
paddtora ef paddvres thy anépacyw 
THY KaTa TOY Mpoeipnuevay eLevexOei- 
gay ToAuNoEtay avTois KoLvwrety. 

17 Act. 4. (t. 4. p. 538 c.) The 


same words. 
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indeed sometimes laid claim to a peculiar prerogative in this 
matter, as if they had power to receive appellants from other 
Churches, and hear and determine the causes arising in foreign 
countries at the greatest distance and under different jurisdic- 
tions: but St. Austin and the African fathers stoutly opposed 
these encroachments, and withal made a decree, ‘ that if any 
African clerk appealed from the sentence of his own bishop, or 
a synod of select judges, he should appeal to none but African 
synods or the primates of the provinces. And if any presumed 
to appeal beyond seas, (meaning to Rome,) he should be ex- 
cluded from all communion in the African Churches.’ This de- 
cree was first made in the Council of Milevis!*, and afterward 
confirmed by several acts of their general synods, made upon 
the famous case and appeal of Apiarius, an African presbyter, 
whom Pope Zosimus pretended to restore to communion after 
he had been deposed by an African Council. What opposition 
the African fathers made to this presumption, during the lives 
of three Popes successively, Zosimus, Boniface, and Celestin, 
and what arguments they went upon, I have formerly shown'9 
out of the canons of the African Code: and I only note it here 
with all brevity, to explain the ancient discipline in this point 
from the current tenour and practice of the Church. 
15. Another thing which subjected clergymen to ecclesias- 10. For re- 

tical censure was, refusing to end their controversies before ae 


; end contro- 
bishops, and choosing rather to fly to the secular tribunals, versies be- 


The laws of the State permitted, and the laws of the Church ee aa 
obliged them to bring all their disputes with one another under “ying to a 
the cognizance of an ecclesiastical tribunal. I have had occa-~ bunal. 
sion, once before?°, to speak of this as a privilege and immu- 

nity granted to the clergy by the imperial laws, and all I shall 

remark further concerning it here, is only what relates to the 


discipline of the Church: in reference to which the Council of 


18 C, 22. (t. 2. p. 1542 e.) Placuit, 


cana concilia, vel ad iets pro- 
ut presbyteri, diaconi, vel ceeteri in~ 


vinciarum suarum. Ad transmarina 


feriores clerici, in causis quas ha- 
buerint, si de judiciis episcoporum 
suorum questi fuerint, vicini epi- 
scopi eos audiant, et inter eos, quid- 
quid est, finiant, adhibiti ab eis 
ex consensu episcoporum suorum. 
Quod si et ab eis provocandum pu- 
taverint, non provocent nisi ad Afri- 
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autem qui putaverint (al. putaverit] 
appellandum, a nullo intra Africam 
in communionem suscipiantur [al. 
suscipiatur |. 
19 Ce. 135, 136, 137, 138. 
b. 9. ch. I. 8. II. V. 3. p. 241. 
B. 5. ch. 1. 8. 4. v. 2. p. 108. 


See 


F 
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Chalcedon?! decreed, ‘ that if any clergyman had a controversy 
with another, he should not leave his own bishop, and betake 
himself to a secular court; but first have an hearing before his 
own bishop, or such arbitrators as the parties should choose 
with the bishop’s approbation. Otherwise he should be liable 
to canonical censure: which censure in the African Church 
was the loss of his place, whether he were bishop, presbyter, 
or deacon, or any other inferior clerk, that declined the sen- 
tence of an ecclesiastical court, in a criminal cause, and be- 
took himself to a secular court for justice: or, if it was a civil 
cause, he must lose whatever advantage he gained by the 
action, as the third Council of Carthage2? determined in the 
case, because he despised the whole Church, in that he could 
not confide in any ecclesiastical persons to be his judges. 
The Council of Milevis?? added to this, ‘that no clergyman 
should so much as petition the emperor to assign him secular 
Judges in any case, but only ecclesiastical, under pain of de- 
privation.’ 

And this seems to be the true meaning of those two famous 
canons of the Council of Antioch, which have been so generally 
mistaken by modern authors, as if they had been made only 


21 C.g. (t. 4. p. 759 c.) Et ris 
KAnptxds mpos KAnpixdy mpaypa éyxot, 
py) KaraXiurravérw Tov olxeioy érigKo- 
mov, Kai eri Koopixa Sixacrnpia Ka- 
TaTpexéTw’ GANG mpdrepov THy Undbe- 
ow yupvalerw rapa to dig éemoxd- 
Te, 1) your ropa avurov rou émox6- 
gov, tap ols ay ra auddrepa pépyn 
Bovrerat, ra THs Sixns ovyxporeicOa’ 
el 8€ Tis mapa TavTa Tonge, Kavore- 
kois UroxeicOw eémtripios.—Vid. C. 
Venet. c. 9. (ibid. p. 1056 a.) Clericis, 
nisi ex permissu episcoporum suo- 
rum, secularia judicia adire non 
liceat. Sed si quis fortassis episcopi 
sui judicium cceperit habere suspec- 
tum, aut ipsi de proprietate aliqua 
adversus ipsum episcopum fuerit 
nata contentio, aliorum episcoporum 
audientiam, non secularium potes- 
tatum, debebit ambire. liter a 
communione habeatur alienus. 

22 C. g. (t. 2. p. 1168 e.) Placuit, 
ut quisquis episcoporum, presbyte- 
rorum, et diaconorum, seu clerico- 


rum, cum in ecclesia ei crimen 
fuenit intentatum, vel civilis causa 
fuerit commota, si, relicto ecclesias- 
tico judicio, publicis judiciis purgari 
voluerit, etiam si pro ipso fuerit 
prolata sententia, locum suum amit- 
tat: et hoc in criminali judicio. In 
civili vero perdat, quod evicit, si 
locum suum obtinere voluerit. Cui 
enim ad eligendos judices undique 
seg auctoritas, ipse se indignum 
raterno consortio judicat; qui, de 
universa ecclesia male sentiendo, 
de judicio seculari poscit auxilium ; 
cum privatorum Christianorum cau- 
sas Apostolus ad ecclesiam de- 
ferri, atque ibi determinari, preci- 


piat. 

23 C. 19. (ibid. p. 1542 a.) Placuit 
ut, quicunque ab imperatore cogni- 
tionem judiciorum publicorum pe- 
tierit, honore proprio privetur. Si 
autem episcopale judicium ab im- 
peratore postulaverit, nihil ei obsit. 


15. 
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by a cabal of Arians, against the person of Athanasius, when 
indeed they contain nothing but an ancient rule of discipline 
universally observed throughout the Church. The words of 
the canons are these?‘: ‘If any bishop, or presbyter, or any 
one within the canon or roll of the clergy belonging to the 
Church, shall presume to address the emperor without the con- 
sent and letters of the provincial bishops, and especially of the 
metropolitan, he shall be rejected and expelled, not only from 
communion, but from whatever honour and dignity he enjoys, 
as one that fills the prince’s ears with troublesome complaints 
against the law of the Church. But if any necessary cause call 
him to address the prince, he shall do it by the advice and con- 
sent of the metropolitan and the rest of the provincial bishops, 
who in that case shall assist him with their recommendatory 
letters also.’ The other canon® says, ‘If any presbyter or 
deacon is deposed by his bishop, or any bishop by a synod, ‘he 
shall not presume to trouble the emperor with complaints, but 
have recourse to a greater synod of bishops, and lay the jJus- 
tice of his cause before them, and wait for their discussion and 
determination. But if in contempt of this method he trouble 
the prince, he shall have no pardon, nor room for defence, nor 
any hopes of restitution.’ 

The generality of modern writers, following the eensure 
passed upon this canon by the famous Antonius Augusti- 
nus26 as well as by Baronius?”, commonly reckon it a 

24 C. 11. (ibid. p. 565 e.) EZ ris 


@¢ 


rou kavdvos, dvev _yopns cal ypap- 


oKoTros td ovvddov, Re ro\- 
pnoee tras Baothéws dxods, deoy emi 
peiCova emoxérev cvvodoy rpérec Oat, 


parey Tov dy Ty erapyxig ceases id 
cat pdadtora rou Kata THY 


nr 
Ag, Sppnoeser mpos Bacidréa dred 
bei», Touroy drroxnprrecbat nai arré- 
yivecOat, « OU povoy THs KoLve- 
vias, GAAG xai THs afias, fs peréxov 
Tuyxavet, ws mapevox\eiy roApavra 
Tas Tou GeoduAcordarou Bacitéos tnd 
dxods, Tapa roy Oecpov ms éxxAnoias. 
Ei 8¢ avayxaia kahoin xpeia mpos Ba- 
oéa dppay, ToUTo Mparrey per 
oxeyews Kai _yrouns Tou Kara TH 
prrpéwohey Ths érapyias emurxdrrov, 
} rey é€y avry, Trois Te ToUT@Y ypap- 


paow épodid(erGas. 
3 C. 12. (ibid. p. 568 a.) EZ ris 
vro rou idiov eeisbisy nabapebel 


mpeaBurepos,  Siaxovos, # «al éni- 


cal, A vouilfee Sixasa éxew, m™powava- 
$épew w\eioow émioKoross, wat Thy 
avray eféraciv re rat érrixpiow éxBe- 
xerOat. El d€, rovray dAtywpyoas, 
€voxAnoeey TO Baorhe, kal Tovroy 
sgbeuiaé ovyyvepns afvoveGat, pndeé 
xépav arronoylas €, Exe, pndé éArlda 
aroxaraotdcews mpoodoxay. 

26 De Emendatione Gratiani, 1. 1. 
dialog. 11. (p. 123.) Hoc esse caput 
arbitror contra Beatum Athanasium 
scriptum, quod reprehendit Julius 
in Epistola ad hos eosdem episcopos 
Antiochise congregatos; idem con- 
tra Ioannem Chrysostomum dum 
objiceretur, ab eo responsum est, 
heereticorum canonem fuisse. 

27 An. 341. n. 28. [al. 30.] (t. 3. 
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canon made by the Arian faction against Athanasius; and say, 
it is the same canon that was alleged against Chrysostom by 
his adversaries, and rejected by him and his advocates, as an 
Arian canon, in the following ages. But the learned Schel- 
strate, who has particularly vindicated the authority of the 
Council of Antioch?®, shows this to be a vulgar error; demon- 
strating, that the Arian canon was very different from this, and 
that this canon of Antioch was conformable to the received 
discipline of the ancient Church. For as such, it was inserted 
into the Code of the universal Church, and acknowledged by 
the Council of Chalcedon, and all the collectors of the canons, 
Ferrandus, Diaconus, Martin Bracarensis, and the Capitulars 
of Charles the Great. Besides that the Council of Vannes has 
a canon? to the same purpose: ‘If a clerk suspects the judg- 
ment of his own bishop, or has any controversy with him con- 
cerning any property, he shall require an hearing before other 
bishops, and not before the secular powers: otherwise he shall 
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p. 548d.) Hic canon adversus Atha- 
nasium, ut apparet, editus ; quippe 
quem dicerent Eusebiani, literis tan- 
tum imperatoris subnixum, qui de- 
positus fuerat in Conciliabulo Tyrio, 
In suam ecclesiam Alexandrinam re- 
versum esse. Cum igitur idem ipse 
canon adversus Ioannem Chrysosto- 
mum ab ejus adversariis adducere- 
tur; qui ipsum defendebant, libera 
voce dicebant, canonem ab Arianis 
sancitum et per Sardicense Conci- 
lium penitus esse sublatum, atque 
irritum omnino redditum, etc. 

23 C. Antioch. Restitut. Schol. in 
Can. 12. (p. 541.) At gravem peri- 
torum errorem primum aperui parte 
II. Antiquitatis Illustrate, ubi ca- 
nonem a Theophilo quondam D. 
Chrysostomo objectum, quem So- 
crates, Sozomenus, Georgius patri- 
archa Alexandrinus, aliique in odium 
D. Athanasii ab Arianis confectum 
testantur, in medium attuli ex Pal- 
ladio Helenopolitano episcopo, ip- 
sius Ioannis Chivsdstarn discipulo, 
et est sequens: Si quis episcopus 
aut presbyter, sive juste sive injuste 
depositus, ex se ipso absque synodo 
sn ecclestam redierit, hic jam excu- 
sationts non habeat locum, sed om- 
nino expellatur. Hic quondam ocu- 


los lectoris advocabam, nunc fidem 
peritorum omnium expeto, an post 
adductum e tenebris canonem il- 
lum, quem Chrysostomus, Innocen- 
tius, aliique antiquiores ab Arianis 
promanasse judicabant, quisquam 
Invenire possit, qui eum canonem 
inter Antiochenos duodecimum me- 
rito sustineat? Tantum re vera abest, 
cuiquam videri id ulterius posse, ut 
neminem posthac inveniri existi- 
mem, quin exclamaturus sit, utrum- 

ue canonem toto celo differre. 

anon a Chrysostomo rejectus agit 
de illis, qui, damnati juste vel in- 
juste, sine nova synodo sedem suam 
recuperant. Canon vero duodecimus 
Antiochenus agit de illis, qui depo- 
siti imperatoris auribus molestiam 
afferunt; ut evidens sit, canones 
illos eadem de re non egisse, multo 
minus eodem sensu idem pertrac- 
tasse, etc. 

29 C. 9g. (t. 4. p. 1056 a.) ..... 
[Clericus] si fortasse episcopi sui 
judicium ceeperit habere suspectum, 
aut ipsi de proprietate aliqua adver- 
sus Ipsum episcopum fuerit nata 
contentio, aliorum episcoporum au- 
dientiam, non secularium potesta- 
tum, debebit ambire. Aliter a com- 
munione habebitur alienus. 


[5, 16. were liable to punishment. 69 


be cast out of communion.’ From all which it is plain, ‘athe 
more was intended by the Council of Antioch, but only to 
oblige clergymen to end all their controversies before a synod 
of bishops, which is agreeable to the general rule and disci- 
pline of the Church. 

16. The laws of the Church were further severe against all 17: For 

ng re- 

re-ordinations in the clergy, and against all re-baptizations baptized or 
both in clergymen and laymen : and therefore any clergyman, 
who submitted either actively or passively to either of these, 
rendered himself obnoxious to the highest censure. ‘If any 
bishop, presbyter, or deacon,’ say the Apostolical Canons®°, 
‘receive a second ordination, both the ordainer and the or- 
dained shall be deposed ; except it appear that his first ordina- 
tion was given him by heretics: for they that are baptized or 
ordained by heretics are neither to be accounted clergymen 
nor faithful laymen.’ Optatus?! says, that, among other reasons 
why Donatus was condemned and deposed by the Council of 
Rome under Melchiades, this was one, ‘ that he had given im- 
position of hands to such bishops as had lapsed in time of per- 
secution, which was contrary to the custom of the Catholic 
Church.’ If imposition of hands there signify ordination, then 
his crime was that he had re-ordained them: but if, as Albaspi- 
nzeus 3? thinks both in his notes and observations, it only means 
imposition of hands in penance, then we are to lay no stress 
upon it, because it relates to a different subject. As to re- 
baptization, the case was the same: the Apostolical Canons?° 
appointed, ‘that if any bishop or presbyter presumed to give a 
second baptism after a true one once received, he should be 
degraded.’ And the Council of Rome**, under Felix III, de- 
30 

C. 68. fat 1 (Cova [e. 60.] 


V.1. p. 446.) Tis EmioKoTros, 


scopis lapsis manum imposuisse : 
quod ab ecclesia alienum est. 


mpeaBurepos, ° didxovos deurépav 
x€tporoviay deferat Tapa Twos, Ka- 
ciated kai avros nal é x€tpororvn- 
ei py deitos Tapa aiperixav 
airy exew ry yxetporoviay’ [al. « 
hirye dpa ENS 09 ort mapa alpert- 
Koy exe vy xsspororiay Tous yap 
sapa roovrer BarriaGevras f) xetpo- 
town Gérras ofre motovs ofre KxAn- 
ptxous etvat Suvardy. 
31 L.1. p.44. (p. 26.) In Dona- 
tum sunt hee sententiz late ; quod 
confessus sit, se rebaptizasse et epi- 


82 [In loc. cit. (ibid. 27. n.r.) De 
peenitentise manus impositione, non 
autem de reordinatione, hec verba 
explicanda esse, docuimus in Ob- 
servationibus. Grischov. | 

3 C. 47. [al. 46-] (Cotel. [c. = 
v. 1. - 444.) Ev res emioKotros 
mpeaBurepos roy kata aAnOeay €xov- 
ta Bdarricpa, €ay dywhev Barrion, ... 
noe ete 

% Vid. Felic. Ep. 1. c. 2. (CC. 
[Ep. 7.] t. 4. p. 1076 b.) Ut ab ec- 
clesise summitatibus inchoemus, eos, 
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creed, ‘ that if a bishop, presbyter, or deacon suffered himself 
to be so re-baptized, he should be degraded, and do penance all 
his life, without being suffered to communicate either in the 
prayers of the faithful, or the prayers of the catechumens, and 
only be admitted to lay-communion at the hour of death; be- 
cause such had not only denied their orders, but their Christi- 
anity, and openly professed themselves Pagans, by being re- 
baptized. The civil law confirmed these censures of the Church, 
and added some temporal penalties to give them greater force ; 
of which the reader may find a more particular account in a 
former Book®. 

12, Forde- 17. It was a crime of the like nature for any clergyman to 

ah sare deny his order in words, or dissemble his profession before a 

clergymen. Jew or an Heathen; because this-was but one degree below 
the renunciation of his religion. ‘If any clergyman,’ says one 
of the Apostolical Canons*®®, ‘through human fear of a Jew, or 
an Heathen, or an heretic, deny the name of Christ, let him 
be cast out of the Church: if he deny the name of a clergy- 
man, let him be deposed; but upon his repentance, let him be 
received as a layman.’ 


ceed 18. If any clergyman was convict of publishing any apocry- 
a sare phal books, or books written by impious men under false titles, 


as sacred and pious writings, to the corruption and seducement 
both of laity and clergy, by another of the Apostolical Ca- 
nons37 he was to be deposed. Tertullian®® gives an instance 


quos episcopos, presbyteros, vel dia- 
conos fuisse constiterit, et seu op- 
tantes forsitan, seu coactos lavacri 
illius unici salutarisque claruerit fe- 
cisse jacturam, et Christum, quem 
non solum dono regenerationis, ve- 
rum etiam gratia percepti honoris 
induerant, exuisse, cum constet ne- 
minem ad secundum tinctionem ve- 
nire potuisse, nisi palam se Christi- 
anum negaverit, et professus fuerit 
se esse Paganum. Quod cum gene- 
raliter sit in omnibus exsecrandum, 
multo magis in episcopis, presbyte- 
ris, diaconibus, auditu saltem dictu- 
que probatur horrendum. Sed quia 
idem Dominus atque Salvator cle- 
mentissimus est, et neminem vult 
perire, usque ad exitus sui diem in 


peenitentia, si resipiscunt, jacere 
conveniet: nec orationi non modo 
fidelium, sed ne catechumenorum 
omnimodis interesse, quibus com- 
munio laica tantum in morte red- 
denda est. Quam rem diligentius 
explorare vel facere probatissimi 
sacerdotis cura nisi 
35 B.12. ch. 5.8 

36 C. 62. io 61 J ‘Cote. te "5a 
V. 1. p. 445.) El res xAnpixds dca hd 
Boy avOpamuwov, ‘Tov8aiov, 4, "Ei 
vos, h aipercxov, dpynonrat’ 
Gyopa Tou Xptorou, a opiterba [al 
aroBadhéa Ow ]° el d€ [xai] rd d Svopa 
Tov KAnpixov, kabatpeic Ou perayon- 
oas 8€, ws Aaixds SexOnro. 

37 C. 60. [al. 59-] (Cotel. 


c. §2.] 
ibid.) Et ris ra euderiy, * 


Toy 
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of the exercise of discipline in this case upon an Asiatic pres- 
byter, who wrote the book called the Acts of Paul and Thecla, 
under the feigned name of the Apostle. He pleaded in his 
own behalf, that he did it out of love to St. Paul; but this 
would not satisfy the Church: for upon conviction and con- 
fession of the facts she obliged the man to quit his office for 
his transgression. 

19. Clergymen were likewise liable to be deposed for any 14. For su- 
superstitious abstinence from flesh, wine, marriage, or any the Peretitous 
like innocent and lawful things; when they refrained from from flesh, 
them, not for exercise sake, but out of a false and heretical ie tte 
opinion, that they were polluted and unclean. There was al- 
ways a grand dispute about meats and marriage between the 
Church and several sects that opposed her continually upon 
this point. Many heretics, such as the Manichees, Priscillian- 
ists, ‘and others, pretended to be more spiritual and refined, 
because they abstained from wine and flesh as things unlawful 
and unclean; and upon this score censured the Church as im- 
pure and carnal, for allowing men in the just and moderate 
use of them. If any clergymen therefore so far complied with 
heretics, as either in their judgment to approve their errors, or 
in their practice by an universal abstinence to give suspicion 
of their siding with them; they made themselves obnoxious to 
the highest censures. The Apostolical Canons*9 order, ‘ that 
if any bishop, presbyter, or deacon, or any other clerk, abstain 
from marriage, flesh, or wine, not for exercise but abhorrence; 
forgetting that God made all things very good, and created 
man male and female, and speaking evil of the workmanship 
of God; unless he correct his error, he shall be deposed, and 
cast out of the Church.’ Another canon‘° gives the reason of 


doeBar BiSrla, as ya, emi ris éx- 
xnoias Snpoorever, émi AvpN Tov Aaod 
cal rov xAnpov, xablarpelc Oo. 

% De Bapt. c.17. (p. 231 b.) 
Quod si que Paulo perperam ad- 
scripta sunt, ad licentiam mulierum 
docendi tinguendique defendunt ; 
sciant in Asia presbyterum, qui 
eam ecripturam construxit, quasi 
titulo Pauli de suo cumulans, con- 
victum atque confessum id se amore 
Pauli fecisse, loco decessisse. 

9 C. sr. [al. 50.] (Cotel. [c. 43.] 


t. 1. p. 448.) El ms émlaxomos, f 
apeaBurepos, fh Staxovos, i} SAws Tov 
xaraddyou Tov leparixod, yduoy ral 
Kpedy kat otvov, ov &¢ doxnow, adda 
31a. BSeAvpiay aréyera, émAabdpe- 
vos, Ort trayra xadd Alay, xai Gre p- 
aev xa) OnAv éroincey 6 Geds Td dy- 
@pwrov, adda BArAacdynpay dcaBddrA«e 
thy onuoupylay, f diopOovcba, f xa- 
Gapeia Ow xat ris éxxAnoias aroBah- 
err @oauTos aa "Cota [ 
- 53- [al. 52. tel. [c. 45. 
ibid.) Et 3. ri ane } speoBure- 
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this censure: ‘ Because such an one has a seared conscience, 
and is the cause of scandal to the people.’ The Council of 
Ancyra‘! condemns the same error, and inflicts the like penalty 
of degradation upon any clergymen that should be found guilty 
of it. And in the first Council of Braga an order‘? was made, 
‘that all clergymen who abstained from flesh should sometimes 
eat herbs boiled with flesh, to avoid the suspicion of the Pris- 
cillian heresy. And if they refused to do this, they should be 
excommunicated, and removed from their office, according to 
the direction of the ancient canons, as men suspected of that 
heresy,’ which then reigned in the Spanish Churches. 

20. But, on the other hand, because it was the custom of the 


Catholic Church, almost till the time of St. Austin, to abstain 
' from eating of blood, in compliance with the rule given by the 


Apostles to the Gentile converts: therefore by the most an- 
cient laws of the Church all clergymen were obliged to abstain 
from it under pain of degradation. This is evident from the 
Apostolical Canons‘3, and those of Gangra“‘, and the second 


~~ Council of Orleans*5, and the Council of Trullo‘®. But as this 
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pos,  Siaxovos, €v rais nuépais rev 
dopray ov petadapBaves xpeay rat 
olvov, BeAvaadpevos, Kat ov 3° do- 
know, xaapeicOw, ws KexavtTnptac- 
péevos ry (diay cuveidnaty, Kai airwos 
oxayddAov TroAXois yivopevos. 

41 C. 15. [al.14.] (t.1. p. 1461 a.) 
Tovs év xAnpp mpecBurépous, 7 dia- 
xdvous ovras, kal ameyopevous Kpeay, 
okey eharrec Oa, xai ovras, ei Bov- 
Aowwro, xpareiy éavrav' ef 8€ Bov- 
Aowro as pndé ra pera xpe@v Bad- 
Adpeva Adxava eobiew, Kai ef py 
Ureixovey TO Kaydém, weravacba av- 
Tous THs rateos.—Vid. C. Gangrens. 
c. 2. Seen. 44, following. 

42 C. 32. (al. Bracar. 2. c. 14.] 
(t. 5. p. 841 c.) Placuit, ut quicun- 
que in clero cibo carnium non utun- 
tur, pro amputanda suspicione Pris- 
cillianze hzresis, vel olera cocta cum 
carnibus tantum pregustare cogan- 
tur. Quod si contempserint, secun- 
dum quod de his talibus sancti pa- 
tres antiquitus statuerunt, necesse 
est, eos pro suspicione heresis hu- 
jus, officio excommunicatos omni- 

us modis removeri, 


43 C. 63. [al. 62.] (Cotel. [c. 55. ] 


v. 1. p. 446.) Ef ris émioxomos, § 
ampeBurepos, f Siaxoves, f GAws Tov 
xaraAdyou Tov lepartxov, payn xpécs 
[al. xpéa] ev aipare Wuyns atrov, } 
i ergata 4 Ovnowaiov, xabarpei- 
oO’ rovro yap 6 vépzos areisrey’ édy 
8¢ Aaixds 77, apopi(écbo. 

44 C. 2. (t. 2. p. 416d.) Et ris 
€abiovra xpéa xwpis aiparos xal e- 
SwAoOvrov xal mvcxrov, per evAa- 
Beias xal rioctrews, xaraxpivot, o> dy 
dua ro) peradapBdvew eArida py 
€xovra, avabepa gore. 

45 C. 20. (t. 4. p. 1782 d.) Catho- 
lici, .... qui cibis idolorum cultibus 
immolatis gustu illicitee preesumpti- 
onis utuntur, ab ecclesiz ccetibus 
arceantur. Similiter et hi, qui be- 
stiarum morsibus extincta, vel quo- 
libet morbo aut casu suffocata ves- 
cuntur. 

46 C. 67. (t.6. p. 1171.) ‘H 6ela 
nui T'pady évereiAaro améxeoOat ai- 
patos kat tyexrov xal ropyetas. Tots 
ovy da rhv Aiyvoy yaorépa alya ol- 
ovdnmore (mou réxvy Tiwi xaTacKevd- 
(over edadtpov, eat ovr rovro eabi- 
ovat, tpoopdpes emripaoper. El res 
ovy amo Tov viv alua (aov éobiew 
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was looked upon by some only as a temporary injunction, so it 
appears from St. Austin 4’, that in his time it was of no force in | ,- 
the African Church. For, he says, in his time few men thought 
themselves under any obligation to observe it, or made any 
scruple of eating blood. So that this rule of discipline is to be 
taken with this limitation and restriction as to what concerns 
the practice of the ancient Church. He that would see more 
about it may consult Curcelleus‘+*, who has written a large 
dissertation upon the subject. 2,47 = 
21. The custom of the ancient Church was with a great deal 16. For 
of strictness to observe many stated fasts and festivals: as the the fasts 
annual fast of Lent, and the weekly fasts of the stationary- rr aa 
days, that is, Wednesday and Friday in every week, and the Church. 
anniversary returns or commemorations of the great actions of 
our Saviour’s life, and of his Apostles and Martyrs: and there- 
fore some canons lay great penalties especially upon clergymen, 
who showed any disrespect to these by a wilful contempt or 
neglect of them. ‘If any bishop, or presbyter, or deacon, or 


émtxecpoin olpdnrin tpdémre, ef pév dentibus, incipiebat impleri. ‘Trans- 
cAnpixds ein, LH ei 8€ Aai- acto vero illo tempore, quo ili duo 


dbs, adop:(éobea. 
4 “Cont Faust, 1. 32. c. 13. (t. 8. 


. 457 a.) In Actibus Apostolorum 
hoe lege preeceptum ab Apostolis, 
ut abstinerent gentes tantum a for- 
nicatione et ab immolatis et a san- 
guine: id est, requidquam ederent 
carnis, cujus sanguis non esset effu- 
sus. Quod alii non sic intelligunt, 
sed a sanguine preceptum esse ab- 
stinendum, ne quis homicidio se 
contaminet. Hoc nunc discutere 

est, et non necessarium : 

quia et si hoc tunc Apostoli prece- 
perunt, ut ab animalium sanguine 
abstinerent Christiani, ne przfocatis 
carnibus vescerentur, elegisse mihi 
videntur pro tempore rem facilem, 
et nequaquam obeervantibus onero- 
sam, in qua cum: Israélitis etiam 
Gentes, pe angularem illum la- 
ar uos [? pees in se con- 
tem, aliquid communiter obser- 
varent; simul et admonerentur, in 
ipsa arca Noé, quando Deus hoc 
jussit, ecclesiam omnium gentium 
fuisse figuratam; cujus facti pro- 
phetia jam Gentibus, ad fidem acce- 


parietes, unus ex circumcisione al- 
ter ex preputio venientes, quamvis 
in angulari lapide concordarent, ta- 
men suis quibusdam proprietatibus 
distinctius eminebant; ac ubi eccle- 
sia Gentium talis effecta est, ut in 
ea nullus Israélita carnalis appareat, 
quis jam hoc Christianus sbestvat, 
ut turdos vel minutiores aviculas 
non attingat, ‘nisi quarum sanguis 
effusus est; aut leporem non edat, 
sli manu a cervice percussus, nullo 
cruento vulnere occisus est? Et, qui 
forte pauci adhuc tangere ista for- 
midant, a ceteris irridentur: ita 
omnium animos in hac re tenuit illa 
sententia veritatis, Non quod tntrat 
in os vestrum vos coinquinat, sed 

exit; nullam cibi naturam, 
quam societas admittit humana, sed 
que iniquitas committit peccata, 
condemnans. 

48 Diatriba de Esu Sanguinis, 
c. 13. (ap. Oper. Theolog. Amstel. 
1675. fol. p. 974.) The Title of the 
Chapter cited 1s, Universe Ecclesiee 
Christiane in improbando esu san- 
guinis Consensus. 
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reader, or singer,’ says one of the Apostolical Canons49, ‘ ob- 
serve not the Lent-fast, or the fast of the fourth and sixth 
days of the week, he shall be deposed, unless he be hindered 
by bodily weakness and infirmity.’ The Council of Gangra 5° 
goes a little further, and denounces anathema to all the ascetics 
of the Church, who, without any plea of bodily necessity, out of 
mere pride and haughtiness, neglect and despise the fasts com- 
monly received in the Church, and observed by ancient tra- 
dition. And another canon+! denounces anathema likewise 
against all who accuse the assemblies made at the monuments 
of the martyrs, or abhor the service that 1s performed there, 
or despise the memorials or annual commemorations that were 
made in honour of them. A like canon was made in the first 
Council of Carthage>?, ‘that if any one reproachfully said or 
did any thing to the dishonour of the martyrs; if he were a 
layman, he should be put under penance ; but if he were a cler- 
gyman, after admonition and conviction, he should be deprived 
of his honour and dignity.’ And some other canons were made 
by the Council of Laodicea 5 to the same purpose. 
22. Some canons also make it a great transgression not to 
8 observe the rule that was settled by the Church in the Council 
of Nice for fixing the time of keeping the Paschal festival. For 
though a great liberty was allowed before in this matter, by 
reason of the disputes that were between the Roman and 
Asiatic Churches about it; yet when once the great Council 
of Nice had interposed her authority to end the controversy, 


17. For not 
+) in 
the rule 
about 
Easter. 


“ C. 69. [al. 68.] (Cotel. [c. 4 
Vv. I. p. 446.) Et ms érigkoros, 
mpeaBurepos, i) Sidxovos, i} dvayva- 
orns, WaArrns, thy ayiay Teooapa- 
xoorny [rov Ildcya], ov ynorever, 
Terpada, 4 Tapacreuny, rabarpeic Boo" 
éxros ef py 80 dobeveray coparixny 
€prro8ifosro. 

50 C. 19. (t. 2. p. 424 b.) Ei res 
doKoupevav xopis TopariKns avayxns 
tmepnpavevorro, Kat Tas mrapadeSope- 
vas yyoreias eis TO Kowwdr, kai pudac- 
ropevas umd THs exxAngias, mapaAvot, 
Groxvpovvros ev a’t@ TeAciov Aoyic- 
pov, avabepua eoro. 

5! C. 20. (ibid. c.) Ef tts aiTi@ro 
umepnpavea diabécer KEXpnuevos, kat 
Bdehucadpevos Tas ovvages Tay pap- 
TUpwy, f} Tas év avTois yiwopevas Aet- 


roupyias, kai ras pyypas auray, ayd- 
Sepa éoro. 

2 C. 2. (ibid. p. 714 e.) Si quis 
ad injuriam martyrum, claritati eo- 
rum adjungat infamiam, placet eos, 
si laici sint, ad poenitentiam redigi : 
si autem sunt clerici, post commo- 
tionem et post cognitionem, honore 
privari. 

68 C. 34. (t. 1. p - 1501 €.) “Ore ob 
det mavra Kiericets éyxaraheiweyy 
paprupas Xprorov, x. 7. A—C. 35. 
(ibid. Pp. 1504 a.) “Ors ov det Xpiors- 
ayous éykaranetrey vy _ éxxAnalay 
Tov Geo, kai amcevyat, xal ayyédous 
avonacew, kal cuvages wocety, x. T.A. 

See my note on this canon, cited 
fore b:1 ch. 3. 8. 3. V.4. P. 337: 
n.g0. Ep]. 
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it was no longer esteemed a matter of indifferency; but all 
Churches were obliged to comply with her determination. 
Therefore the Council of Antioch not long after made a very 
peremptory decree *4, ‘that whoever pertinaciously opposed the 

rule agreed upon in the Nicene Council, should be excommuni- 

cated and expelled the Church if he were a layman. And if 
either bishop, presbyter, or deacon should subvert the people 

and disturb the Church by keeping Easter in a different man- 

ner with the Jews, they should be removed from their min- 
istry, and be cast out of the Church: and whoever communi- 

cated with them after such censure should be hable to the 

same condemnation.’ There was also another way of cele- 
brating Easter with the Jews, by a false calculation making it 

to fall before the vernal equinox, and so many times bringing 

two Easters into the same year. Which practice is condemned 

as Judaical by the author of the Constitutions>*, and any cler- 
gyman complying with it, by the Apostolical Canons *, is made 

liable to deprivation also. 

23. If any clergyman wore an indecent habit, unbecoming 13. For 

his order and station in the Church, he made himeelf liable to rearing 80 
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indecent 
canonical censure. The first 


4 C. 1. (t. 2. p. 561 a.) Ildvras 
TOUS Tohpévras mapadvew Tov Spov 
TS ayias kai peydAns ovddov ris ev 
Nixaig ovyxpornBeions € émi tmapovcia 
Tas evoeBeias rov GeopiAcordrou Ba- 
odéws Kavorartivov, repli ris ayias 
€oprns Tov ceornpiodous Hdcxa, dxot- 
vernrovs Kai amoBAnrous eivas THs 
éxxhyoias, el émisévorey hidroverxdre- 
poy emoTdpevor mpos Ta Kades dedoy- 
peva’ kat TavTa eipno Bo wept Tay 
daixav. Ei b€ Tis Tey MpocoTwrmy 
™s éxxdyoias, éwigxonos, 7 _mpeoBv- 
Tepos, 7) Sidxovos, pera roy Gpoy Tov- 
Toy Todpncetev én diactpopy TOY 
Aawy, Kai Tapaxn TOY exxANGLay, idt- 
d(euw cai pera Tov "Tou8aiwy émireheiv 
To Hdoya’ rovroy 7 ayia auvodos € ev 
revey fon aA) drpiov éxpivey THs €x- 
rAnoias’ ws ov pdvov davT@ apap- 
tias, a@AXd moAdois diapOopas cat 
darrpopijs yiwdpevoy airioy’ Kal ob 
pévoy Tous To.ovrous rabaipei Ts 
Aecroupyias, adda xai Tous ToApa@vras 
Tovross xoiwoveiy pera ry Kabaipecty” 
rous d¢ xabapeOévras amootepeicOar 


Council of Mascon 57 forbids habit. 


kal rs efwbev Timns, hs 6 dyos ka- 
voy Kai TO Tov Geou lepareioy perei- 


as id 

L. 5. c. 17. [al. 16.] (Cotel. 
V. I. p. 322.) Aet ovy tas, adedrhoi, 
Tous TO TOU Xprorov Timi éfnyopac- 
pévous aipart, ras 7 nuépas Tou Tdaoxa 
axpiBas Troeia as, peta dons € erripe- 
Aeias, pera Tpomy conepuny’ ores 
BN, dis rov emavrou évds TraOparos 
pyciay rroveiabe, GAAd dnaf rou érovus 
rov drag dnobavdvros. Myxére 8 
mapaTnpoupevor pera “Tovdaiov éop- 
ratew* ovdepia yap Kxowwvia nyiv yoy 
mpos abrous® memayyvrat yap Kat 
aurny THY Wnpov, hv vopifovarw em 
redely’ Grrws mravrax bev dow werha- 
fe nai rns aAnOeias ames xouio- 


pevo 
6 C. 7. [al. 8.] (Cotel. [e. 5 
Vv. 1. Pp. 437-) - rts éniaxomos, 
mpeaBvrepos, h Sidxovos, my, ayiay 
Tou Taoxa nuépav mpd ths éapwns 
€onpepias peta "lov8aiwy émredecet, 
xabatpeic bw. 

57 C. 5. (t.5. p. 968 a.) Ut nullus 
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upon the stage, under the like penalty of deprivation. The 
Council of Laodicea® forbids them to be present as spectators 
at any stage-plays. And the Council of Carthage® gives a 
good reason why neither they nor their children ought either 
to exhibit or frequent such plays; ‘because they were pro- 
hibited to laymen for the blasphemy of those wicked wretches 
that were concerned in them.’ They thought it intolerable 
that any of the clergy should encourage those things by their 
presence which a layman could not see with innocence, nor be 
a spectator of without a censure. 
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20. For 25. The most ancient laws of the Church did not absolutely 
ar cn impose celibacy upon the clergy, nor universally restrain them 
tion with from the conjugal state and married life, as has been shown 
clei more at large in a former Book®. But there were two things 


in the conversation of the clergy respecting women which they 
very much disallowed and censured. One was the suspicious 
and scandalous cohabitation of some vain and indiscreet men 
with strange women, who were none of their kindred. The 
freedom which these used obliged the Church not only to 
forbid the clergy to cohabit with such as they then termed 
ovvelaaxrot, foreigners and strangers, in opposition to a mother, 
a sister, or an aunt, of whom for the nearness of blood there 
could be no reasonable suspicion; but also induced her to 
inforce this rule with the utmost severity of discipline upon 
delinquents. Cyprian®’ commends Pomponius for excommuni- 
cating a deacon who had been found guilty in this kind. And 
among other reasons alleged by the Council of Antioch for 
deposing Paulus Samosatensis from his bishopric, this is one®, 


that he had always some of 


G1 C.4. (t. 1. p. 1505 c.) "Ore ov 
det leparixous 7 KAnptxous riwas bew- 
pias Oewpety ev yapots f deimvors, 
GAAa mpd tov elaépxeaOat rovs Oupe- 
Asxovs, €yeiperOa: airovs xal aya- 
xX@ €ty. 

Carth. 3. c. 11. (t.2. p. 1169 c. 
Ut filii sacerdotum [al. pet ape 
vel clericorum spectacula secularia 
non exhibeant, sed nec spectent; 
quoniam a spectaculo et omnes laici 
prohibeantur. Semper enim Chris- 
tianis omnibus hoc interdictum est, 
ut, ubi blasphemi sunt, non accedant. 
66 B.4. ch.5. 8.5, &c. v.2. p.67. 


these cuvetcaxrot, or strange 


67 Ep. 72. (al. 4.] (p.174-). . Con- 
sulte et cum vigore fecisti.. . absti- 
nendo diaconum, qui cum virgine 
seepe mansit, sed et cacteros, qui cum 
virginibus dormire consueverunt. 

68 Vid. Euseb. 1.7. c. 30. (v. 1. 
Pp- 362. 19.) Tas 3€ cuveccaxrous av- 
rou yuvaixas, ws ‘Ayrioyeis cropa- 
(ovat, kai ray mepl aurov mpeaBure- 
pov xai dcaxdver, ols xat rovro cal rd 
dAXa apaprnpara aviara Gvra 
Kpumret, cuvedas cai eA¢ytas, dros 
avrovs Undypews éxn, wepi by Adyous 
nai €pyots adtxel, per) roApevras Karn- 
yopety rp xa €avrovs PdBe. 
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women, to attend him, and allowed his presbyters and deacons 
to have the like, that they might not accuse him. The second 
Council of Arles® excommunicates every clergyman above the 
order of deacons that retains any woman as a companion, ex- 
cept it be a grandmother, or mother, or sister, or daughter, or 
niece, or a wife after her conversion. And the Council of 
Lerida’° orders them to be suspended from their office till 
they amend their fault, after a first or second admonition. 

26. The other thing that was generally disliked was the ar. For 
clergy’s marrying a second time after ordination. They did ta. ori:- 
not, as I said, reject married men from orders, nor oblige them nation. 
to live separate from their wives after ordination: nay, if a 
deacon protested before ordination that he could not continue / 
in an unmarried state, he might marry afterwards and not for- 
feit his office, by a decree?! of the Council of Ancyra. But 
other canons forbid presbyters and bishops to marry after 
ordination, whether they were married or unmarried before, 
and this under pain of deprivation. ‘If a presbyter marries a 
wife (that is, after he is ordained presbyter, for it regards not 
his being married before) let him be removed from his order,’ 
says the Council of Neocssarea’?. The Council of Eliberis 73 
and some others?‘ in the Latin Church were more rigorous 





© C. 3. (t. 4. p. 1011 d.) Si quis 
de clericis [al. clericus] a gradu dia- 
conatus, in solatio suo feororeai 
preeter aviam, matrem, [sororem, 
filiam, neptem, vel uxorem secum 
conversam, habere presumpeerit, 
alienus a communione habeatur. 

70 C. 15. (ibid. p. 1613 c.) Fami- 
laaritatem extranearum mulierum, 
licet ex toto sancti patres antiquis 
monitionibus preeceperint ecclesias- 
ticie evitandam, id nunc tamen no- 
bis visum est, ut qui talis probabi- 
tur, si post primam et secundam 
commonitionem se emendare neg- 
lexerit, donec in vitio perseverat, 
officii sui dignitate privetur. Quod 
#i se, Deo juvante, correxerit, sancto 
ministerio restauretur. 

“l C. 10. (t.1. p. 1460 d.) Ardxo- 
yo, doo xabiotayrat, map avTny Ti 
xardoracw el ¢uaprupayro Kal épa- 
cay xpyvar younoa, py Svvdpevor 
ovres peeve." i ravra ‘yapun- 
cayres, drrwcay ey 1H Umpeciq, da 


TO émerpannva, avrovs imé rou em- 


oxdrov’ rovro 3€ et Ties cLwmncay- 
tes, kai xaradefauevot ev TH Yetporovig 
pévery ours, pera Tavta Boy éri 
ydpoy, merravoOa avrovs ris Siaxo- 


vias. 

72 C.1. (ibid. p. 1480 e.) Hpeofu- 
Tepos é€ay ynun, THs takews abroy 
peraribec Oa. 

78 C. 33. (ibid. p.974 ¢.) Placuit 
in totum prohiberi episcopis, pres- 
byteris, et diaconibus, vel omnibus 
clericis positis in ministerio, absti- 
nere se a conjugibus suis, et non 
generare filios: quicunque vero fe- 
cerit, ab honore clericatus extermi- 
netur. 

74 C. Agathens. c.g. (t. 4. p. 1384 
d.) Placuit etiam ut, si diacones aut 
presbyteri conjugati ad torum uxo- 
rum suarum redire voluerint, Papee 
Innocentii ordinatio et Siricii epi- 
scopi auctoritas, qu est his canoni- 
bus inserta conservetur. 

Epistola S. Innocenti Pape. 

Dilectissimo fratri Exuperio [n- 
nocentius. ... Proposuisti, quid de 
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toward the married clergy, and began not only to forbid them 
to marry after ordination, but to oblige them to relinquish 
those wives they had married before. But as this was an 
encroachment upon the primitive rule, and never received in 
the Greek Church, it is not to be reckoned among the standing 
rules of discipline that concerned the whole Church. 

27. Yet there was one case in which the clergy were obliged 
to put away their wives, which was the case of adultery. ‘If 
the wife of a layman,’ says the Council of Neoczsarea 7, ‘ is 
convicted of adultery, such a one shall never attain to the 
ministry of the clergy. If she commits adultery after his ordi- 
nation, he must put her away, or quit his ministry if he retains 
her.’ The Council of Eliberis 76 goes a little further, and says, 


23. For re- 
taining an 
adulterous 
wife. 


his observari debeat, quos in dia- 
conii ministerio, aut in officio pres- 
byterii positos incontinentes esse aut 
fuisse, generati filii prodiderunt. De 
his et divinarum legum manifesta 
est disciplina, et beatz recordationis 
viri Siricil episcopi monita evidentia 
commearunt, ut incontinentes in 
officiis talibus positi omni ecclesias- 
tico honore privarentur, nec admit- 
terentur accedere ad ministerium, 
quod sola continentia oportet im- 
pleri.... Nam si ad aliquos forma 
illa ecclesiasticee vite pariter et dis- 
ciplinz, quz a Siricio episcopo ad 
provincias commeavit, non probabi- 
tur pervenisse, his ignorationis venia 
remittetur; ita ut de cztero penitus 
incipiant abstinere. Et ita gradus 
suos in quibus inventi fuerint, sic 
retentent, ut ad potiora eis non liceat 
ascendere; quibus in beneficio esse 
debet, quod hunc ipsum locum, 
quem retinent, non amittunt. Si qui 
autem scisse formam vivendi missam 
a Siricio episcopo deteguntur, neque 
statim cupiditates libidinis abjecisse, 
ili sunt modis omnibus submovendi, 
qui post admonitionem cognitam 
preeponendam arbitrari sunt volup- 
tatem.—C. Arausic. 1. c. 13. (t. 3. 
Pp. 1459 e.) Si_quis post acceptam 

nedictionem Leviticam cum uxore 
sua incontinens invenitur, ab officio 
abjiciatur.—C. Carth. 5. c. 3. (t. 2. 
p- 1215 e.) Cum de quorundam cle- 
ricorum, quamvis erga uxores pro- 
prias, incontinentia referretur, pla- 


cuit episcopos et presbyteros et dia» 
conos, secundum propria (al. priora} 
statuta, etiam ab uxoribus continere. 
Quod nisi fecerint, abecclesiastico re- 
moveantur officio, &c.—C. Matiscon. 
I. c. It. (t. 5. p. 969 a.) Episcopi, 
presbyteri, vel universi honoratiores 
clerici, cum sublimi dignitatis apice 
sublimantur, actibus omnino renun- 
tient seculi, et, sacro electi ministerio, 
repudient carnale consortium, ac per- 
mixtionis pristine contubernium per- 
mutent germanitatis affectu. Et quis- 
uis ille est, divino munere benedic- 
tione percepta, uxori prius sus frater 
illico efficiatur ex conjuge. Eos vero, 
ate reperimus ardore libidinis in- 
ammatos, abjecto religionis cingulo, 
ad vomitum pristinum et inhabita 
rursus conjugia repetisse, atque in- 
cesti quodammodo crimine clarum 
decus sacerdotii violasse, quod nati 
etiam filii prodiderunt: quod quis- 
quis fecisse cognoscitur, omni in 
perpetuum, quam admisso jam cri- 
mine perdidit, dignitate privabitur. 

76 C. 8. (t. 1. p. 1481 d.) Tum 
Twos potyevOeiaa aixov Gyros, édy 
éXeyx97 pavepas, 6 rocovros els Urn- 
peciav €Abeiv ov Svvara. "Edy de 
Kal pera Thy xetporoviay potyevOy, 
agdethes aroAvaa airny’ édy 8€ oun, 
ov Suvarat exer Oa THs éyxetprobeions 
att@ unnpecias. 

78 C.65. (ibid. p.g77d.) Si cujus 
clerici uxor fuerit meechata, et sciat 
[al. scierit] eam maritus suus mo- 
chari, et eam non statim projecerit, 
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‘If a clergyman’s wife commits adultery, and the husband 
knows it, and does not immediately put her away, he shall not 
be admitted to communion even at his last hour; lest they, 
who should be an example of good conversation, should seem 
to teach others the way to sin.’ 

28. There were some laws also relating to the residence of 23- For 
the clergy, which was strictly enjoined, with a denunciation of a ” 
canonical censures to the transgressors. The several laws re- 
quiring residence have been noted in another place 7’: here 
I shall only mention such of them as specify the punishments 
that were to be inflicted on offenders in this kind. Among 
these that canon of the Council of Agde is most remarkable, 
which decrees’®, that a presbyter or deacon who was absent from 
his church three weeks, should be three years suspended from 
the communion. And by the laws of Justinian’? every bishop 
absenting from his Church beyond a certain term, and that 
upon very weighty affairs, and great necessity, or the will of 
his prince, is ordered to be removed from the college of 
bishops, as a man unworthy of his station. And the better to 
guard against this offence, as no clergyman was allowed to 
travel without the license and commendatory letters of his 
bishop; so neither might a bishop travel or appear at court 
without the license and approbation of his metropolitan. This 
was expressly provided by the same laws of Justinian ®, and 
before him by the third Council of Carthage ®!, which ee 
that no bishop shall go beyond sea without consulting his pri- 
mate, or chief bishop of the province, and taking his formate, 
or letters of commendation. And before this the Council of 


nec in fine accipiat communionem : 
ne ab his, qui oe bone con- 
versationis esse debent, videantur 
magisteria scelerum procedere. 

B. 6. ch. 4. 8. 7. V. 2. p. 273. 

78 C. 64. (t. 4. p. 1393 e.) Si quis 
in clero peel he : ecclesia sua 
diebus solemnibus defuerit, id est, 
Nativitate, Epiphania, Pascha, vel 
Pentecoste, dum potius secularibus 
lucris atudet, quam servitio Dei pa- 
ret, convenit ut triennio a commu- 
nione ndatur. Similiter dia- 
conus, V presbyter, si tres heb- 
domadas ab ‘ seclaaia sua defuerint, 
huic damnationi succumbant. 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


79 Novel. 6. c. - 3. ch. 13. 
s. 6. v. 1. p. 365. 

80 Ibid. c: 3. ce - . 55. ad calc.) 
Non autem aliter Deo aliquem ama- 
bilium episcoporum presumere di- 
rigere se ad hanc felicissimam civi- 
tatem, prius quam, si quidem quis 
episcopus sit, literas acceperit pro- 
pri metropolite ad imperium, &c. 

81 C, 28. (t. 2. p.1171¢.) Placuit 
ut episcopi trans mare non proficis- 
cantur, nisi consulto prime sedis 
episcopo, sive cujuscunque provin- 
cig primate, ut ab episcopo pre- 
cipue possint sumere formatam sive 
commendationem. 
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14. For 
Ktempti 
‘0 hold pre- 
erment in 
wo dio- 
08e5. 
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Antioch made an order 82, ‘that no bishop or presbyter, or 
any other belonging to the Church, should go to court upon 
any occasion to address the prince, without the consent and 
letters of the provincial bishops, and especially the metro- 
politan, under the penalty of being cast out of communion, 
and losing his honour and dignity in the Church.’ And to this 
agree the rules and decrees of Pope Hilary * and of Gregory 
the Great §*, made in conformity to the ancient rules of disci- 
pline in the Church. 

29. The clergy were further obliged to confine themselves 
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n€ to one church: that is, as I have formerly had occasion to ex- 


plain it, one diocese or diocesan church, under the jurisdiction 
of onc bishop; and not to seck or attempt to hold preferment 
under two bishops in two such distinct churches, or different 
jurisdictions. In this sense pluralitics were forbidden under 
the penalty of deprivation. The Council of Chalcedon ® is 
very express to this purpose: ‘It shall not be lawful for any 
clergyman to have his name in the church-roll or catalogue of 
two cities at the same time, that is, in the church where he 
was first ordained, and any other to which he flies out of 
ambition as to a greater church ; but all such shall be returned 
to their own church where they were first ordained, and only 
minister there. But if any 1s regularly removed from one 


vestro secundum indictam vobis re- 
gulam petere licentiam debeatis, nec 
eum postponere in aliquo presu- 
matis, &c. 

85 C. ro. (t. 4+ DP. 7159 d.) My efei- 
vat KAnpixov ev Bio wodewy rarane- 
yerOa éxrAnoias kara TO ard, év 
Te THY apxny éxetporovnOn, kat év 9 
mpocepuyer, as peifont bndev, dua 
Bdgns xevns emOupiay' rovs de ye 


8 C. 11. Sees. 15. p.67. n. 24. 

8&3 Ep. 8. ad Episcopos Gallic. 
(CC. t. 4. p. 1043 a.) iud etiam 
non possumus preterire, quod soli- 
citudine diligentiore curandum sit, 
ne preter metropolitanorum suorum 
literas aliqui ad uamlibet provin- 
ciam audeant proficisci, quod etiam 
in omni genere officii clericalis per 
singulas Sebet ecclesias custodiri. 


64 L. 7. Ep.8. (CC. t. 5. p.1315 b.) 
Additur etiam quod ex vobis aliqui 
pro ecclesiz suze emergentibus cau- 
sis transmarina petentes, sine pre- 
dicti metropolitani sui cognitione 
vel epistolis, sicut canonum ordo 
constituit, audeant ambulare. Hor- 
tamur ergo fraternitatem vestram, 
ut antiquam ecclesiarum vestrarum 
consuetudinem exsequentes, .... 81 
quendam vestrum pro causis pro- 
priis ubicunque compulerit ambulare 
necessitas, ab eodem metropolitano 
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§ 29, 30, 31. 


church to another, he shall not partake of the revenues of the 
former church, or of any oratory, hospital, or alms-house be- 
longing to it. And such as shall presume, after this definition 
of this great and ccumenical council, to transgress in this 
matter, are condemned to be degraded by the holy synod.’ 

30. The canons had also a great respect to the external ok he 

and public behaviour of the clergy; obliging them to walk geouenting 
circumspectly, and abstain from things of ill fame, though idl dela 
otherwise innocent and indifferent in themselves; that they taverns. 
might cut off all occasions of obloquy, by avoiding all suspicious 
actions and all appearances of evil. In regard to which they 
not only censured them for rioting and drunkenness, which 
were vices not to be tolerated even in laymen; but forbad them 
so much as to eat or appear in a public inn or tavern, except 
they were upon a journey, or some such necessary occasion 
required them to do it, under pain of ecclesiastical censure. 
The Council of Laodicea®® and the third Council of Car- 
thage ®7 forbid it universally to all orders of the clergy ; and 
the Apostolical Canons ®* more expressly, with a denunciation 
of censure, viz. an ddopicpds, excommunication or suspension 
from their office, to any that should be found in a tavern, ex- 
cept they were upon a journey, and the necessity of their 
affairs required it. 

31. For the same reason the canons prohibited them con- 26. For 
versing familiarly with Jews, heretics and Heathens, especially fallen 
the Gentile philosophers, because of the scandal attending such With Jews, 
communication. The laws forbidding all communication with Cadet 
Jews and heretics have been mentioned upon another occa- !#phers. 
sion 89: I shall here only add that remarkable story which 
Sozomen % tells of Theodotus, bishop of Laodicea in Syria, 


86 C. 24. (t. I. p. 1501 a.) “Ort ob 
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& C. 27. (t. 2. p.r171 b.) Ut 
clerici, edondi vel bibendi causa, 
tabernas non ingrediantur, nisi pere- 
grinationis necessitate compulsi. 

& C. 53. [al. 54.] (Cotel. [c. 46.] 
Vv. 1. p. 445.) Et tis xAnpixds év 
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“how he excommunicated the two Apollinarii, father and son, 
because they went to hear Epiphanius the sophist speak his 
hymn in the praise of Bacchus ;’ which was a thing so dis- 
agreeable to their character, the one being a presbyter, the 
other a deacon in the Christian Church. 

32. As clergymen were obliged to show a just severity to 
impenitent sinners, by putting the laws of discipline duly in 
execution against them : so on the other hand an over rigorous 
severity and stiffness in refusing to receive and reconcile peni- 
tent lapsers, after they had made canonical satisfaction, was 
a great offence, and such a manifest abuse of the ministerial 
power, as the Church thought fit to correct with some sharp- 
ness in her clergy. If any bishop, presbyter, or deacon,’ say 
the Apostolical Canons; ‘receives not one that turns from 
sin, but casts him out, let him be deposed: because he grieves 
Christ, who said, “ There is joy in heaven over one sinner that 
repenteth.”’ This was not the true exercise of discipline, but 
imperiousness and humour, and a mere domineering over God’s 
heritage by an exorbitant stretch of the ministerial power. 
It was the very thing which the Novatian heretics contended 
for, and what the Church always opposed and condemned in 
them: and therefore when any of her own clergy assumed to 
themselves this extravagant power, she justly esteemed them 
infected with this Novatian principle of cruelty, and as such 

made them liable to the sentence of deprivation. 
28. For 83. There was another sort of cruelty which the Church 
rity tof oy also much resented in any of her clergy ; which was want of 
gent clerks. charity to any that were indigent and distressed in their own 
order. As charity obliges men to do good to all, as they have 
opportunity, but more aaa to those who are of the house- 
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hold of faith: so clergymen were more especially obliged to 
assist those, who were joined with them in the same ministry, 
and united more closely by a stricter bond of fraternity in the 
same occupation and employment. Therefore the Apostolical 
Canons® censure this as a great transgression in these very 
sharp terms : ‘ If any bishop or presbyter refuse to give neces- 
saries to any clergyman that is in want, let him be cast out of 
communion: and if he persist, let him be deposed, as a mur- 
derer of his brother.’ 

34. It was thought also some sort of cruelty, at least a very 29. For 
improper and unbecoming thing, for any clergyman to be con- 2using 
cerned in judging or giving sentence in cases of blood. The blood. 
laws allowed them to be chosen arbitrators of men’s differ- 
ences in civil causes: but they had no power at all in criminal 
Causes, except such as were purely ecclesiastical; and least of 
all in such criminal causes where life and death was concerned. 
Therefore there are many canons forbidding this under the 
penalty of the highest censure of deprivation. The Council of 
Tarragona” universally forbids the clergy to sit as judges in 
any civil criminal causes. The Council of Auxerre% more par- 
ticularly enjoins presbyters not to sit in judgment when any 
man is to be condemned to die; and in another canon® forbids 
both presbyters and deacons to stand at the 7repaliwm, where 
criminals were put to the rack and examined by torture. The 
fourth Council of Toledo allows not priests to sit as judges in 
cases of treason, even at the command of the prince, except the 
prince promised beforehand upon oath, that he would pardon 
the offence, and remit the punishment. If they did otherwise, 
they were to be held guilty of bloodshed before Christ, and to 
lose their order and degree in the Church. The eleventh 


% C. 33. (ibid. c.) Non licet pres- 
ro nec diacono ad Trepalium, 
ubi rei torquentur, stare. 


% C. 30. [al. 31.] (t. 5. p. 1714 d.) 
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% C. 4. (t. 4. p. 1654 b.)... Ha- 
beant licentiam judicandi, exceptis 
criminalibus negotiis. 

4 C. 94 (t. 5. p. 960 d.) Non 
licet preshytero in illo judicio se- 
dere, unde homo ad mortem tra- 
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canonical censure for his tameness in not correcting them for 
their presumption. 
irked ae 37. Bishops rendered themselves obnoxious to canonical 
diocese, and censure, if they made any attempts to alter the boundaries or 
ct ee districts of the Church, settled by ancient law and custom 
rics without Without the advice and conseut of a provincial synod. Dio- 
leave: OF ceses might be divided upon just reasons, and new ones be 
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tht el erected out of them: either when they were too large for one 
men’s“ DIShop’s care: which made St. Austin divide the diocese of 
seit ere Hippo, and take the new bishopric of Fussala5 out of it: or 
Jwn mite else when the prince thought fit to advance some eminent town 


oo or village into a city, then that city might be made a new 
bishopric by the consent of a provincial council. But if any 
one ambitiously got himself ordained bishop of a village, where 
there never had been any bishop before, or as ambitiously 
solicited the prince to turn a village into a city, that he might 
be made the bishop of it; in such cases the Church thought fit 
to correct the lofty thoughts of aspiring men, and defeat their 
attempts, by denying them those honours they had taken such 
indirect methods to obtain, and putting them under the censure 
of a deprivation. There are many canons and rules of disci- 
pline which forbid this practice: but the rule made in one of 
the Councils of Toledo is most remarkable, being an inference 
made upon a special case from all the ancient canons, (forbid- 
ding bishops to be ordained in villages,) which are there re- 
cited. King Wamba by an imperious mandate had enjoined 
some bishops to ordain other bishops in several villages and 
monasteries, lying in the suburbs of Toledo and other places. 
Against which innovating ‘attempt and usurpation the Council 
first cites the ancient canons, and then concludes with a new 
decree in these words®: ‘If any one shall offer to go against 


c. 8. (CC. [cc. 6, 7.] t. 4. p. 1189 e.) 
Nec minus etiam presbyteros ultra 
modum suum tendere prohibemus : 
nec episcopali fastigio debita sibi- 
met audacter assumere.... Si quid- 
quam ad episcopale ministerium 
specialiter pertinens suo motu puta- 
verint exsequendum, continuo se 
presbyterii dignitate et sacra com- 
munione privari. Quod fieri necesse 
est censeamus, si, eorum presule 
deferente, hujusmodi fuerit preevari- 


catio comprobata, nec ipso eorum 
episcopo a culpa conniventiz et ul- 
tione vacaturo, si immoderata fa- 
cientem dissimulaverit vindicare. ... 
Diaconos quoque propriam consti- 
tuimus servare mensuram, etc. 

5 See before, b.9g. ch. 2. 8. 5. v. 3. 

. 258. 

6 Tolet. 12. c. 4. (t. 6. p. 1229 e.) 
....Si quis contra hec canonum 
interdicta venire conatus fuerit [al. 
conaverit], ut in locis illis [se] epi- 
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the prescription of these canons, in procuring himself to be 
made a bishop in those places, where there never was any 
bishop before, let him be anathema in the sight of God 
Almighty. And let moreover both the ordainer and the or- 
dained lose the degree of their order, because they attempt not 
only to infringe the decrees of the ancient fathers, but the 
institutions of the Apostles.’ The Council of Chalcedon made 
a like decree’ against any that should presume to address the 
higher powers to get a province divided into two, in order to 
erect a new metropolis in it. This, they say, was against the 
rule of the Church, and therefore they denounce the depriva- 
tion against any one that should attempt it. 

38. Bishops were obliged to attend provincial councils; and 4. For not 
if they refused or neglected to do this without a reasonable eeeviadlal 
cause, they were liable to suspension. To this purpose there councils. 
is a decree in the second Council of Arles® : ‘If any one neglects 
to be present, or leaves the assembly of his brethren, before 
the council be ended, he shall be excluded from the communion 
of his brethren, and not be received again till he is absolved by 
the following synod.’ The same decree is repeated by the 
Council of Tarragona, and said to be conformable to the rules 
of the fathers, ‘ that if any bishop contemptuously omit to come 
to synod, when he is called by his metropolitan, unless he be 
under some great bodily infirmity, he shall be deprived of the 
communion of all the bishops to the sitting of the next Coun- 
cil;’ which the African Synods’° call, ‘ being content with the 
communion of his own church only.’ 


were liable to punishment. 


scopum eligat fieri, ubi episcopus 
nunquam fuit, [anathema |] sit in con- 
spectu Dei Omnipotentis. Et insu- 

tam ordinator [al. ordinans] 
quam ordinatus gradum sui ordinis 
perdat: quia non solum antiquorum 
patrum decreta, sed et apostolica 
ausus est convellere instituta. 
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8 C. 19. (ibid. p. 1013 ¢.) Si quis 
autem adesse neglexerit, aut coetum 
fratrum, antequam dissolvatur con- 
cilium, crediderit deserendum, ali- 
enum sea fratrum communione cog- 
noscat, nec eum recipi liceat, nisi in 
sequenti synodo fuerit absolutus. — 

C. 6. (ibid. p. 1564 c.) Si quis 
episcoporum [al. episcopus ],commo- 
nitus a metropolitano, ad synodum, 
nulla gravi intercedente necessitate 
corporali, venire contempserit, sicut 
statuta patrum censuerunt, usque 
ad futurum conciltum cunctorum 
episcoporum caritatis communione 
privetur. 

10 C. Carth. 5. c. 10. (t. 2. p. 1217 
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5-Forop- 39. If any bishop oppressed his people, or any part of them, 
is pools with hard usage, unjust demands, or unreasonable exactions; 


idoage eg it was peculiarly provided in this case by the laws of the 
' African Church, that he should be amerced or punished with 
the loss of that part of his diocese or people who had reason 
to complain of such oppression. I have already noted this, in 
the last chapter, out of one of St. Austin’s Epistles!', where 
he neatly defends this way of proceeding with bishops, when 
their offences were neither so great as.to deserve deprivation, 
nor so small as to be perfectly overlooked or let wholly 
pass without a censure. 
6. Forhar- 40, Finally, whereas it was provided by the canons, that no 
ee as fieq PiShop should harbour or encourage any clerk flying from his 


from an- own diocese, nor any monk deserting his own monastery, 
other dio- e ° 

cese with- Some Councils took care to prevent this abuse, not only by de- 
out leave. 


grading the deserting clerk, but by inflicting canonical punish- 
ment upon tho bishop that so countenanced or received him. 
The Council of Antioch}? leaves it in general to the synod to 
punish such an offending bishop. The Apostolical Canons'® 
are more particular, ‘ that he shall be suspended from his office, 
as a master of disorder.’ But in Afric!4 they had a more 
peculiar sort of punishment for such a bishop, which was, ‘ that 
he should communicate with no other bishop of the province, 
but be content with the communion of his own church :’ which, 
as has been observed, was a moderate punishment for offences 


b.) Quod si non potuerint occurrere 
excusationes suas in tractatoria sub- 
scribant: vel si post adventum trac- 
tatoria alique necessitates repente 
forsitan ortz fuerint, nisi rationem 
impedimenti sui apud suum prima- 
tem reddiderint, ab ecclesiz# com- 
munione debere esse contemptos. 
Al. ecclesiz suze communione de- 

re esse contentos. Vid. Crabb. 
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2 C. 3. (t. 2. p. 564 b.) El 8€ xa- 
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14 C. Carth. 5. c. 13. (t. 2. p. 1217 
e.) Placuit, ut si quis de alterins 
monasterio repertum, vel ad clerica- 
tum promovere voluerit, vel in suo 
monasterio majorem monasteril con- 
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a ceterorum communione sejunctus, 
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tentus sit: et ille neque clericus, 
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of a lower rate, which neither deserved to be punished with 
deprivation, nor yet escape wholly unpunished as no offences. 

41. Next to the bishops there were a sort of ecclesiastical Chorepisco- 
persons, whom the ancient Church called chorepiscopi, or setae a 
country-bishops, because they officiated in certain episcopal for acting 
duties under the city-bishop in country-districts. These acted beyond 
by a limited and dependent power, but many times were in- mission. 
clined to assume a power to themselves beyond their commis- 
sion: therefore the Church was obliged to make certain laws 
and rules to restrain and correct their usurpations. These 
might ordain the inferior clergy, subdeacons, readers, and ex- 
orcists by a general commission, but not presbyters or deacons 
without a specal license: yet sometimes they would take upon 
them to do that also without consulting the city-bishop; for 
which offence they were liable by the Canons'5 to lose their 
office and be degraded. 

42. The like may be observed of presbyters, who were as- And pres- 
sistants to bishops in performing their office, but with certain ethan ied 
limitations, that they should not meddle with such parts of it "pon the 
as they reserved absolutely to themselves ; such as ordination clice. 
and consecration of chrism, for the use of confirming, and the 
consecration of churches and altars. And if presbyters at any 
time exceeded the limits of their commission and order, by as- 
suming the exercise and power of these things to themselves, 
by the laws of the Church they were liable to be divested of 
their ordinary power, which otherwise they might have enjoyed, 
and made subject to the penalty of a total deprivation. Thus 
when Eutychianus and Musus, who were no bishops, had 
ordained several clerks, the Council of Sardica}® ordered, that 
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for this presumption they should be deprived of their orders, 
and entirely reduced to the communion of laymen. And in the 
first Council of Braga a decree!” was made, prohibiting pres- 
byters either to consecrate the chrism, or churches, or altars, 
under pain of deposition from their office: because the ancient 
canons always forbid it. 

43. Deacons likewise were confined to certain offices and 
stations appropriated to their order; above which if they pre- 
sumed ambitiously to aspire, and thrust themselves into the 
presbyter’s duty, or any ways insult them; they also incurred 
the highest censures. The Council of Nice! takes notice of 
some such usurpations and abuses committed by deacons; that 
in some places the deacons took upon them to distribute the 
sacrament to presbyters, and to receive it before bishops 
themselves, and to sit in the midst of the presbyters; which 
being contrary both to rule and custom, it is ordered ‘ that 
such assuming deacons should be suspended,’ or cease from 
their ministry, as the words tenatc@w rijs diaxovlas seem 
rather to signify. The second Council of Arles has a canon'9 
to the same purpose, ‘that deacons shall not sit in the secreta- 
rium or vestry among the presbyters; nor presume to deliver 
the body of Christ, when a presbyter is present. If they do, 
they shall cease to officiate any longer as deacons.’ 
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€Aarrovs rvyxavovct. AapyBaverwoay 
8€ xara rny ragw rHv evyapioriay 
pera rous mpeoBurépous, 7) Tov émi- 
oxdérou ddvros avrois 7) Tov mpec- 
Burépov. "AAG pnde rabnoba év peow 
tray mpecBurepwy eeorw trois bia- 
xévots* Tapa Kxaydva yap Kal apa 
rafty éott rd ywopevov’ el d€ ris uy 
Oédoe mecOapxeiv cal pera rovrous 
rovs Gpous, memavoOw rhs diaxo- 
vias. 

19 C. 18, (t. 4. p. 1013 a.) In se- 
cretario diaconos inter presbyteros 
sedere non liceat : vel corpus Christi, 
presente presbytero, tradere non 
presumant. Quod si fecerint, ab 
officio diaconatus abscedant. 
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Thus every order among the clergy had their particular 
offices assigned them; and not only neglects and omissions of 
their duty, but intermeddling with offices that did not belong 
to them, and assuming powers that were foreign to their order, 
was a sufficient cause of suspension or deprivation. And so I 
have done with what relates more peculiarly to the discipline 
of the Clergy. 


BOOK XVIII. 


OF THE SEVERAL ORDERS OF PENITENTS, AND THE METHOD 
OF DOING PUBLIC PENANCE IN THE CHURCH BY GOING 
THROUGH THE SEVERAL STAGES OF REPENTANCE. 


CHAP. I. 
Of the several orders of penitents in the Church. 


Penitents | 1. Ws have hitherto considered the discipline of the Church 
divided into as exercised upon obstinate and notorious criminals, in order to 
or classes. bring them to repentance: we are now to examine it again in 
its progress, as exercised upon penitents, who submitted to the 
rules of discipline, and see how they were treated in the per- 
formance of their penance, from the time of their excommuni- 
cation to the time of their admission into the Church again. 
The performance of penance anciently was a matter of consi- 
derable length and time, to examine men’s behaviour and sin- 
cerity, and make them give just testimony and evidence of 
real sorrow and hearty abhorrence of their sins, to satisfy the 
Church that they were sincere converts, by submitting to go 
through a long course of penance, according as the wisdom of 
the Church thought fit to impose it upon them. And upon this 
account the Church was used to divide her penitents into four 
distinct ranks or classes of different degrees, called by the 
Greeks, mpocxAaiovres, dxpodpevot, bronltrovres, and cvmordape- 
vot; and by the Latins, flentes, audientes, substrati, and con- 
sistentes ; that 1s, the mourners or weepers, the hearers, the 
substrators, and the co-standers; the meaning of which names 
and distinctions shall be explained by and by. 
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Some add to these a fifth order, but without any just ground 
or reason for it. Bellarmin! says, ‘there was a fifth place, of 
such penitents as had fully completed their penance, and only 
waited for the time of reconciliation. And the place of these 
penitents,’ he says, ‘was called péorwots, or the completion.’ 
Our learned Dr. Cave? also slides unwarily into the same mis- 
take, making five orders of penitents, whereof the fifth and 
last, he says, were called communicantes, and were admitted 
to the participation of the holy sacrament. But it is most cer- 
tain, there never was any such order of penitents, under the 
name of communicants, or partakers of the holy sacrament, 
acknowledged in the Church. For communicants, absolutely so 
called as denoting partakers of the eucharist, are everywhere 
distinguished from the penitents, and go by other names; ai- 
grot, réAevot, &c, the faithful, the perfect ; that is, persons not 
under discipline and public penance, which is an imperfect 
state of communion, but in the perfect, peaceable, and full com- 
munion of the Church: none of which ever go by the name of 
penitents in any ancient writer. Some penitents indeed are 
said to communicate imperfectly with the Church in some one 
particular thing; as the fourth order of penitents, called co- 
standers, are said often ‘to communicate in prayers without 
the oblation or eucharist :’ but these, as they did not partake 
of the eucharist, so neither were they ever reputed perfect 
communicants in the Church, till they were restored to the ré 
téevov, the complete communion of the faithful at the altar. 
So that there is no manner of ground for this fifth order of pe- 
nitents, the invention of which is entirely owing to a mistake, 
and implies a contradiction. 

2. As to the other four orders of penitents, it is generally The first 
agreed among learned men, that the Church observed such a rearenell 
distinction; but how early is not indisputably certam. Car- tion. 
dinal Bona? thinks, the distinction of penitential classes was 
first made about the time of the Novatian schism; that is, about 


1 De Peenitent. 1. 1. c. 22. t. 3. 
p- 959. (t. 3. p. 1052 c.) Quintus 
locus eorum erat, qui jam poeniten- 
tiam expleverant, et solum expecta- 
bant tempus reconciliationis: non 
enim reconciliabantur pcenitentes 
solemni czrimonia, nisi feria quinta 
in coena Domini ... Dicebatur locus 


horum peenitentium péorwcis, id 
est, expletzo. 

2 Primitive Christianity, part 1. 
ch. 8. p. 217. (p. 104.) The next 
sort were the penitents, &c. 

3 Rer. Liturg. 1.1. c. 17. n. 3. 
(p..213.) Observant eruditi in scrip- 
tis Tertulliani, Cypriani, et aliorum 
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the middle of the third century. And Suicerus‘, speaking of 
the order of penitents called hearers, says, ‘there is no men- 
tion made of it before the time of Novatus; though otherwise 
a place for hearing the Scriptures and sermon was allowed in 
the church for Heathens, Jews, heretics, schismatics, and the 
second rank of the catechumens, who upon that account were 
commonly termed hearers, long before the name was given to 
any sort of penitents as a distinct order.’ 

3. But, in the third and fourth century, we commonly find 
the penitents distinguished into four orders: the first of which 
were the flentes, or mourners; ‘who were rather candidates for 
penance, than penitents strictly speaking. Their station was 
in the church-porch, where they lay prostrate, begging the 
prayers of the faithful as they went in, and desiring to be ad- 
mitted to do public penance in the church. This is what Ter- 
tullian means, when he says5, ‘they were used to fall down at 
the presbyter’s feet, and kneel to the friends of God, and en- 
treat all the brethren to recommend their petition, and inter- 
cede with heaven for them.’ And so the historian® represents 
the practice of Ecebolius, the sophist, who having apostatized 


Patrum, qui ducentis et quinqua- 
ginta annis post Christum florue- 
runt, nullam reperiri poenitentium 
in varias classes distinctionem ; sive 
episcoporum prudentiz commissa 
tunc fuerit, sive revera post Novati 
heresin inceperit, quod probabilius 
existimo, etc. 

4 Thes. Eccles. voce ‘Axpdaots. 
(t.1. p.171.) Secundus peenitentium 

dus, seu émiripioy rémos, vocatur 
axpéaots.... Heec statio sex homi- 
num genera complectebatur ; (teste 
Morino de Administrat. Poenit. 1.6. 
c. 4.) Ethnicos, J udzos, Heereticos, 
Schismaticos, primi generis Cate- 
chumenos, et Audientes Poenitentes: 
his enim omnibus, cum ad ecclesiam 
sese conferebant, hic locus assigna- 
batur, iisque omnibus Psalmorum 
cantum, sacre Scripture lectionein, 
et sermones episcoporum audire li- 
cebat: neminem enim ab horum 
auscultatione prohibebant. Ante ex- 
ortam Novati heresin nunquam u- 
surpata legitur hec statio. —Vid. 
Constit. Apost. 1. 2. c. 16. (CC. t. 1. 
p- 241 a.) "Iday 8 ov, x. 7. A. 

5 De Peenitent. c.9. See b. 1. 


ch. 4. 8.4. V.1. p.32. n.63.—Vid. 
Libr. de Pudicit. c. 13. (p. 564 c.) 
Et tu quidem, peenitentiam moec 
ad exorandam fraternitatem in ec- 
clesiam inducens, conciliatum et 
concineratum, cum dedecore et hor- 
rore compositum, prosternis in me- 
dium ante viduas, ante presbyteros, 
omnium lacinias invadentem [al. la- 
crymas suadentem], omnium vesti- 
gia lambentem, omnium genua de- 
tinentem, etc. [Instead of concilia- 
tum, reconciled, may not concilicia- 
tum, covered with sackcloth, be the 
true reading, especially in connec- 
tion with conctineratum, with 

ashes? See afterwards, ch. 2. 8. 2. 


p- 103. Ep.] 
6 Socrat. 1. 3. ¢. 13. (v2. p - 188. 
BA.) sateen *Oortts [EeyBsriog] rote 
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under Julian, desired to make his recantation, and do penance 
under Jovian: the first step toward which was, that he cast 
himself prostrate to the earth before the gate of the church, 
crying out, Calcate me insipidum salem: Tread me under 
foot as salt without savour. Some Canons? pass over this act 
as only a preliminary to repentance: but Gregory Thaumatur- 
gus and St. Basil expressly mention it in their Canons. Gre- 
gory ® says: ‘The place of the mourners is without the gate of 
the church, where the sinner must stand, and beg the prayers 
of the faithful as they enter in.’ And St. Basil® thus describes 
the four stations of penitents: ‘ The first year they are to weep 
before the gate of the church; the second year, to be admitted 
to hearing ; the third year, to genuflexion, or repentance pro- 
perly so called; and the fourth year, to stand with the faithful 
at prayers without partaking of the oblation.’ And in this 
sense we may understand that passage in St. Ambrose !°, where, 
speaking to one that had corrupted a virgin, he tells him, 
‘his only method now was to implore the help of the saints, 
(meaning, not saints in heaven, but saints on earth in the 
church,) and to cast himself at the feet of the elect ;’ which 
seems plainly to allude to this custom. In like manner Euse- 
bius!!, describing the behaviour of Natalis, the confessor, upon 
his return to the Church from the Theodosian heretics, who 
had allured him by great rewards to become bishop of their 
party, says, ‘he came in sackcloth and ashes, and with tears 
cast himself at the feet of Zephyrinus, then bishop of Rome; 


7 C. Niceen. cc. 11, 12. (t. 2. p. 33 
d,e.) Hepi ray srapa8avdvrov, «.7.X. 
- CC. 4, 6,9. (t. I. p- 1457 


64, 66, (Oper. Basil. Ep. 21 
Cknonie ert.| (CC. ibid. p. P48 


C, @. et p- 1460 c.) Hept ray mpds Biay 
i a K.T. 
Canonic. ¢. 11. (CC. t.2. p. 
a1 c. af ‘H mpéaxAavois Vee THS TU- 
Xs rou evarnpiou éoriy, fvOa dorara 
roy Guaprdyovra, xp? Toy elocdvroy 
kicOas moray Urep avrov ebyerOat. 
9 C. 22. [Oper. Basil. Ep. 199. 
Canonic. Secund. | (CC, t.2. p.1736 
d.) Xph de T} wporp éxBddr\co as 
Toy mpoveuxay, ral mpoorhaiey avu- 
tous vy Svpa THs éxxrnoias’ T]? dev- 
tépe 8ex Ova eis depéacw* T@ Tpit 
ds perayoar' Te revdpte eis ovoTa- 
ow peTa Tov Aaov, aweyouerous Tis 
rpootopas.—Conf. cc. 56,57,58,59> 
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aa vir Laps. c.g. (t. 2. 
g16c. n. 40) ... Sanctorum oo 
cana jaceas sub pedibus electo- 


wt Lg c, 28. (v. I. P- 23: 29.) 
"Qore fader d dvaornvas, cai € vodue- 
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and not only laid himself under the feet of the clergy, but the 
laity also; endeavouring to move the merciful Church of the 
merciful Christ to compassion with his tears, and by showing 
them the marks of the stripes which he had endured for the 
confession of Christ.’ Where falling at the feet of the laity, 
as well as the clergy, can hardly refer to any thing else beside 
this preparatory introduction to penance, which the mourners 
used in the church-porch, when they cast themselves before the 
people, to beg their prayers, and obtain admission into the first 
apartment of the church. 

4. When their petition was thus accepted, they were said to 
be admitted to penance; that is, to have liberty to pass through 
the several stages of discipline, which the Church appointed for 
the probation and trial of such as pretented real sorrow for 
any notorious offence, and the scandal given to the Church by 
the commission of it. This is the true meaning of those com- 
mon phrases, which so often occur in the writings of the An- 
cients, penitentiam dare, and penitentiam accipere, giving 
and receiving penance ; that is, granting or accepting the con- 
ditions of pubhe penance in the church. Now, when men were 
admitted to this state, they were termed audientes, or hearers, 
which was the second order of penitents; or, if we please, 
the first of those that had any privilege to enter the church. 
These were allowed to stay and hear the Scriptures read and 
the sermon preached, but were obliged to depart, before any 
of the common prayers began, with the rest of those, catechu- 
mens and others, who went by the general name of hearers 
only. 

There is frequent mention made of these in the ancient Ca- 
nons!2, prescribing how long penitents were to continue in this 
station, a year, or two, or three, according as their offence re- 
quired. Gregory Thaumaturgus' particularly assigns them 
their station in the narthex, or lowest part of the church, 

12 C, Niceen. c. 11. (t. 2. p. 33 d.) cedi 
“Ooot ynoiws perapédovrat, Tpia ery 13 Ep. Canonic. c. 11. (CC. t. 1. 
€y axpowpevois Trougovow, K.t.A— p. 841 c.) ‘H raed a tig THs 
C. 12. (p. ibid. e.) Aéxa érn Uromin- modns év tp vdpOyn’ tyOa iordva 
réracay, pera Toy THs Tptetous axpo- yxpr Tov npaprnxdra, €ws ray xary- 
doews xpdvov... Otros mAnpdoavres Xoupevar, cai evrevOey é€épyer Oat’ 
roy xpévoy roy “epiopévov THs dxpo- axovey ydp, gyot, rar Tpaher ral 


does, Tay evxav Kowwrncovar.—C. ris diBacxadias, éxBaddéobe, Kal pi} 
Ancyr. cc. 4,6,9. See n. 7, pre- dfiovcbw mpocevyas. 
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where they stood to hear with the catechumens of the first or 
second order, called hearers, and were dismissed with them as 
soon as the sermon was ended, before any prayers begun. St. 
Basil !* says expressly, ‘ they were hearers only, and not allowed 
to be present at any prayers whatsoever.’ Which agrees exactly 
with the order in the Constitutions'5, where the deacon is ap- 
pointed to make proclamation, as soon as the sermon was ended, 
Ne quis audientium, ne quis infidelium! Let none of the 
hearers, let none of the unbelievers be present ! 

5. And in this they were distinguished from the penitents of Of the 
the third order, who were called yovusAlvoyres and tnronxtnrovres pansrcsb al 
by the Greeks, and genujlectentes or substrati, by the Latins; 
that is, kneelers or prostrators, because they were allowed to 
stay and join in certain prayers particularly made for them, 
whilst they were kneeling upon their knees. Bellarmin '6 com- 
mits a strange mist»ke, and betrays a great deal of ignorance 
in the Greek tongue, whilst he explains the name tronlxrwots 
to be ‘ the station of those who were occupied in the contempla- 
tion of heavenly things ;’ taking the word to come from dzro- 
pat, video, to see or contemplate ; whereas every one knows it 
comes from troninrw, to kneel, or fall down and lie prostrate 
on the ground, whence they were properly denominated 
kneelers or prostrators. These were allowed to stay in the 
church after the hearers were dismissed, and hear the prayers 
that were offered up particularly for them by all the people, 
and receive imposition of hands frog the bishop, who also 
made a particular prayer for them, which was styled, the im- 
position of hands upon the penitents, and the bishop’s benedic- 
tion. The Council of Laodicea’” speaks of these prayers under 


14 C. 75. (Oper. Basil. Ep. 217. tynAod revos dveAOwy, xnpurréra, Mn 
Canonic. Pert] (CC. t.2. p.1753¢.) Tis rev axpowpéver, pi Tis Tay a- 


... Mera 8€ rovro DAnyv rpteriay eis = rlorov. 

axpéaotw pdéyny ta bivearas ca 16 De Peenitent. 1.1. c. 22... 3. 
dxover tar Cpaday [al. ris eae - 959- (t. 3. p. 1052 b.) Tertius 
rat ths Sidacxadias exBadréobw, xai locus eorum erat, qui admittebantur, 
Hy ag cae mpocevyyjs. — Vid. tum ad audiendum, tum etiam ad 
Greg. Nyssen. c. 3. (Co. ibid. p. orandum cum competentibus, non 
1784 d.)...’Ev rpiol éreox xaOddov tamen ad sacrificium misse cum 
THIS euxNs amoBAnrous elva’ év rpiot fidelibus: et hic locus dicebatur 
THS axpoacews peréyery porns. tnrémrwcts, quasi contemplatio re- 

15 L. 8. c. 5. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 392.) rum supernarum. 
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dSacxahias Adyor ...6 Sidxovos, ef’ pera rd e£eAGeiy rovs xarnxoupevous, 
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this very title, calling them ‘the prayers of those that were 
under penance and imposition of hands.’ St. Chrysostom also 
mentions them more than once!8, styling them ‘the prayers for 
the penitents,’ and ‘the prayers full of mercy,’ because in them 
intercession was made to God for the penitents by the common 
voice both of the minister and people. 

The author of the Constitutions has the forms of these 
prayers!9, which I omit here, because they have been recited 
at length in a more proper place®°, where we give an account 
of the ancient hturgy or service of the Church. The station of 
this sort of penitents was within the nave or body of the 
church?!, near unto the ambon, or reading-desk, where they 
received the bishop’s imposition of hands and benediction. 
Some Canons?? style this order simply the penitents, by way 
of emphasis, without any other distinction; because they were 
the most noted, and the greatest part of penitential acts be- 
longed to them whilst they were in this station, of which I shall 
give a more particular account in the following chapters. 

6. The last order of penitents were the cvrorduevot, con- 
sistentes, or co-standers, so called from their having liberty, 
after the other penitents, energumens, and catechumens, were 
dismissed, to stand with the faithful at the altar, and jom in 
the common prayers, and see the oblation offered; but yet 
they might neither make their own oblations, nor partake of 
the eucharist with them. This the Council of Nice? calls, 
‘communicating with the people in prayers only without the 
oblation,’ which for the crime of idolatry was to last for two 
years, after they had been three years hearers, and seven 
years prostrators before. The Council of Ancyra?‘ often uses 
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Tay év Meravoia THY evyny yiver Gas" 
cal, ToUT@V mpooed Odvrav tid xeipa 
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om. 18. in 2 Cor. p. 873. 
(t. 10. p. 568 c.) Kal yap tmeép Tay 
€vepyoupevoy, oreép | Tay ev peravoig, 
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[Bened 41. al.72.] in Matth. p.624. 
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19 L. 8. cc. 8,9. (Cotel. v.1. pp. 
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the same phrase of ‘communicating in prayers only,’ and ‘ com- 
municating without the oblation :’ and in one canon?> expressly 
- styles this order of penitents the ovvicduevot, co-standers ; by 
which name they are also distinguished in the Canons of Gre- 
gory Thaumaturgus?®, and frequently in the Canons of St. 
Basil27._ In all which we may observe, that the word commu- 
nicating does not always signify partaking of the eucharist, 
but communicating in prayers only without the oblation ; which 
was but an imperfect sort of communion: in opposition to 
which, when they were admitted again to the eucharist, they 
were sald28 éAdeiy émt 1d ré&devov, to attain to perfection; the 
participation of the eucharist being the highest state, or con- 
summation and perfection, of a Christian. 

This is the short account of these several orders of penitents, 
and their stations in the Church: but to have a complete view 
of the ancient manner of performing penance, it will be neces- 
sary to consider both the ceremony of admission to this state, 
and the several acts of penance which they performed during 
their progress or passage through the several stages of it; as 
also the length of time, or the duration and continuance of this 
exercise ; which was often for a course of many years, and 


rovs Sptopnvous Babpous. 


apos Biay Guvodvrwy, ém) de rovrois 
Canonic. c. 11. (CC. ibid. 


cat ray Secnvnodvrwy eis ra ciBwra, 7 Ep. 


dcos pséy amaydpevos cal oxnpati 
dadporépy avndOov, cal éaOnre é- 
xpnoavro mohuredeorépa, Kal peré- 
ov Tov swapacKevacbevros Seimvou 
peas” okey évauréy dxpoao- 
» Umomeceiy 8€ rpia ern, evyns Be 
pons Kowwwrnoa ern vo, Kai Tore 
eXOciy emi rd réAeov.—C. 8. (ibid. 
p. 1460.) Oi 8¢ Sevrepoy xai rpiroy 
Gvcavres pera Bias, retpaeriay ino- 
rerérwoay, dv0 8€ €rn yapis mpoodo- 
pas xowernodrecay, xai re 83d 
reXcios 8exOnracay.—C. 16, (ibid. 
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sometimes to the hour of death, without any remission or 
relaxation. The considering all which will give us an exact 
and clear idea of the ancient discipline, and show us at once 
both the severity, and prudence, and purity of the Church, in 
proceeding with sharpness against great delinquents, as well to 
examine the sincerity of their repentance, as to take off the 
scandal cast upon religion, and prevent their backsliding and 
relapses for the future. Of these things therefore in the 
following chapters. 


CHAP. II. 
Of the ceremonies used in admitting penitents to do public 
penance, and the manner of performing tt in the church. 


1. When a penitent desired to be admitted to do public 
penance, and his petition was accepted, the first ceremony that 


pone) by was used was to grant him penance, as the phrase was, by 3 im- 


of bands. 


And oblig- 
ed to ap- 
pear in 
sackcloth 
and ashes 
upon their 
heads, 


position of hands. For this was a ceremony used almost m all 
religious actions, when any person was solemnly to be recom- 
mended to God in prayer. There were many other impositions 
of hands given them daily, when they came into the third 
order of penitents; but this was previous to their admission, 
or rather the form and ceremony of it, when they were first 
taken in to be hearers in the church. For this we have the 
plain testimony of the Council of Agde9, which orders, ‘ that 
penitents, at the time when they desire to be admitted to do 
penance, shall receive imposition of hands from the bishop, and 
sackcloth to cover their heads.’ 

2. In which canon we may observe another rite and custom 
of common use in this matter: which was, that penitents were 
obliged to appear in sackcloth, as an indication and token of 
their great sorrow and indignation against themselves. Other 
writers join sackcloth and ashes together ; for so Eusebius®° de- 
scribing the penitential mien of Natalis the confessor, upon his 
return from the Theodosian heretics to the Church, says, ‘ he 
came clothed in sackcloth and sprinkled with ashes.’ And St. 


9 C. 15. (t.4. p. 1385 b.) Poeni- consequantur. 


tentes tempore quo peenitentiam pe- 9 L. 5. c. 28. See n. 11, pre- 
tunt impositionem manuum et cili- ceding.—Conf. C. Tolet. 3. c. 12. 
cium super caput a sacerdote.... Seen. 41, following. 
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Ambrose?! writing to a virgin that had lapsed, plainly alludes 
to both customs, when he tells her, ‘she must macerate her 
whole body, sprinkling it with ashes, and covering it with 
sackcloth.’ In like manner Tertullian®2, discoursing of public 
penance, says, ‘it obliges the sinner to change both his diet 
and his habit, to defile his body, and lie in sackcloth and 
ashes.’ 

Neither were the greatest personages exempted from this 
ceremony. For St. Jerom®%, describing the penance of Fabiola, 
one of the greatest ladies in Rome, says, ‘she stood: in sack- 
cloth in the order of penitents in the Lateran Church, to make 
public confession of her fault in the sight of all the people of 
Rome :’ and they continued the use of it during their passage 
through all the stages of repentance. For even at last they 
appeared in sackcloth, when the course of their whole penance 
was ended, and ‘in this garb,’ as the Council of Toledo® 
words it, ‘were absolved, and reconciled to the altar of God.’ 
And this is always the meaning of those expressions which 
speak of penitents changing their garb, and taking the mournful 
habit of repentance. 

Some think this was always done precisely on Ash-Wednes- 
day, or the beginning of Lent, which from thence was called 
dies cinerum, the day of sprinkling ashes, and caput jejuni, 
the head or beginning of the fast. But this, for ought I can 
find, is founded upon very uncertain tradition, and the autho- 
rity of modern authors; there being a perfect silence in the 


[, 2. 


more ancient writers about it. 


31 Ad Virg. Laps. c. 8. (t. 2. 
p. 314 d. n.35.).... Totum corpus 
incuria (al. injuriis et jejuniis] ma- 
ceretur, cinere aspersum et opertum 
cilicio.— Vid. Cypr. de Lapsis, p.137. 
(p. 98.) Orare oportet impensius et 
rogare, diem luctu transigere, vigiliis 
noctes ac fletibus ducere, tempus 
omne lacrymosis lamentationibus oc- 
cupare, stratos solo adberere cineri, 
in cilicio et sordibus volutari, &c. 

32 De Peenitent. c. 0. (p. 127 a.) 
.... De ipso quoque habitu atque 
victu mandat, sacco et cineri incu- 
bare, corpus sordibus obscurare. 

3 Ep. 30. [al. 77.] Epitaph. Fabi- 
ole. (t. 1. p. 455 d.) Quis hoc crede- 


Bellarmin® cites the authority 


ret, ut saccum indueret, ut errorem 
publice fateretur, et, tota urbe spec- 
tante Romana, ante diem Pasche 
in basilica Laterani....staret in or- 
dine pcenitentium ? 

34 Tolet. 1. c. 2. (t. 2. p. 1224 a.) 
.--.- Qui sub cilicio divino recon- 
ciliatus est altario. 

35 De Peenitent. 1.1. c. 22. (t. 3. 
p- 1052 d.) Quod attinet ad i Sa 
imponebatur pvenitentia publica feria 
a: ante primam dominicam Qua- 

ragesimz, que dicitur, In capite 
jounii, ut testatur Concilium Aga- 
thense can. 15., teste Gratiano dist. 
50. can. In captte: nam ea verba 
non inveniuntur in vulgatis canoni- 
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of the Council of Agde for it: but this is only to be found in 
Gratian®6, for there is no such canon in the tomes of the 
Councils. And the Roman correctors?’ of Gratian own as 
much, referring us to the Roman Penitentiale, and Pontifical, 
and the Ordo Romanus for the substance of. it. And so, 
Baluzius3® says, Burchardus has it out of the Roman Peni- 
tentiale, which is of a much later date: neither does the canon, 
as cited by Gratian, prove the thing in question, but only 
describes the ceremony that was used towards penitents in the 
beginning of Lent, whether they were then first admitted to 
penance, or had been admitted before: which very thing 
supposes, that penance might be imposed at other times, as 
well as the first day of Lent, as the old gloss upon Gratian 
rightly observes. 

The ceremony, as it is described by Gratian, seems only to 
be an account of the discipline used towards penitents in Lent, 
different from their treatment at other seasons of the year. 
For, ‘ In capite Quadragesime ®9, on Ash-Wednesday, or the 


est, ex Concilio Agathensi, ubi non 
exstat. Item Burchardus, lib. 9. 
cap. 26. in editis. Admonent tamen 
correctores Romani, in uno manuvu- 
scripto Burchardi exemplari citar 
ex Peenitentiali Romano. Quo 


bus ejus Concilii. Habemus adhuc 
vestigium hujus ritus in consecra- 
tione et aspersione cineris, quze eo 
die fieri solet. Et quamvis tempus 
peenitendi aliis longius, aliis brevius 


preescriberetur, ut trium, septem, 
decem, aut plurium annorum; tamen 
singulis annis, in quinta feria majoris 
hebdomade, omnes reconciliabantur 
et communicabant. ‘ 

86 Distinct. 50. c. 64. (t. 1. p. 266. 
10.) Item ex eodem [C. Agathensi. 
Tit. Que sint servanda in solemni 
peenitentia. | 

87 [In loc. ibid. 7o. n. 8.) Ex 
Agathensi etiam citant Burchardus 
et Ivo, et Rhebaldus cardinalis, qui 
tempore Paschalis pontificis claruit, 
in libro suo, de peenitentia publicenon 
iteranda. In uno tamen manuscripto 
Burchardi exemplari citatur ex Pe- 
nitentiali Romano. Sententia vero 
hujus capitis, magna ex parte, ha- 
betur in Pontificali et Ordine Ro- 
mano, a pag. 24 usque ad 30. Gri- 
schoo. 

88 Not.ad Gratian. p. 464. (Oper. 
Ant. August. t. 3. p.176. col. oak 
Regino, (lib. 1. cap. 91.,) citat istu 
caput ex eodem Concilio, ex quo 
retulerat caput quod precedit, id 


etiam modo citatur in alio antiquis- 
simo Burchardi exemplari, quod ex- 
stat in bibliotheca illustrissimi viri 
Dionysii Talorii, regii advocati in 
parlamento Parisiensi. 

39 (Distinct. 50. c. 64. (t. 1. p. 
266.20.) In capite Quadragesime 
omnes pecenitentes, qui publicam 
suscipiunt aut susceperunt peeniten- 
tiam, ante fores ecclesiz se repre- 
sentent episcopo civitatis, sacco in- 
duti, nudis pedibus, vultibus in ter- 
ram demissis, reos se esse ipso ha- 
bitu et vultu protestantes. [bi adesse 
debent decani, id est, archipresbyteri 
parochiarum, et presbyteri pceniten- 
tium, qui eorum conversationem 
diligenter inspicere debent, et secun- 
dum modum culpe peenitentiam per 
alana gradus injungere. Post 

ec eos in ecclesiam introducant, et 
cum omni clero septem pcenitentiales 
Psalmos in terra prostratus episco- 
pus cum lacrymis pro eorum abso- 
lutione decantet : tunc resurgens 
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frst day of Lent, all penitents, who either then were admitted 
to penance, or had been admitted before, were presented to 
the bishop before the doors of the church, clothed in sack- 
cloth, barefooted, and with countenances dejected to the earth, 
confessing themselves guilty both by their habit and their 
looks. They were to be attended by the deans or arch- 
presbyters of the parishes, and the penitential presbyters, 
whose office was to inspect their conversation, and enjoin 
them penance according to the measure of their faults by the 
degrees of penance that were appointed. After this they 
bring them into the church, and then the bishop with all the 
clergy falling prostrate on the ground, sing the seven peni- 
tential psalms with tears for their absolution. After this the 
bishop rising from prayer, gives them imposition of hands, 
sprinkles them with holy water, puts ashes upon their heads, 
and then covers their heads with sackcloth, declaring with 
sighs and groans, that as Adam was cast out of Paradise, so 
they for their sins are cast out of the Church: then he com- 
mands the inferior ministers to expel them out of the doors of 
the church ; and the clergy follow them, using this responsory, 
“In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat thy bread: for dust 
thou art, and unto dust thou shalt return.” In the end of 
Lent, on the Thursday before Easter called Cena Domini, the 
deans and presbyters are to present them before the gates of 
the church again.’ 

Thus far Gratian’s account, which is manifestly not a deter- 
mining the time of imposing penance to be the first day of 
Lent, but a description of the manner of treating all penitents 
in Lent, whatever time their penance was imposed upon them. 
And as there are some things in it conformable to the ancient 
discipline, so there are many things in it that plainly discover 
it to have relation to a more modern practice. For there was 


lant; clerus vero sei are eos 
cum responsorio, In e vultus 


tui vesceris pane tuo, etc., ut, viden- 


ab oratione, juxta quod canones 
bene manus eis imponat, aquam 
edictam super eos spargat, cine- 


Trem prius mittat, deinde cilicio capita 
eorum operiat: et cum gemitu et 
crebris suspiriis denuntiet eis, quod 
sicut Adam projectus est de Paradiso, 
ita ipsi ab ecclesia pro peccatis ab- 
jiciuntur : postheec jubeat ministris, 
ut eos extra januas ecclesiz expel- 


tes sanctam ecclesiam pro facinori- 
bus suis tremefactam atque com- 
motam, non parvi pendant peeniten- 
tiam. In sacra autem Domini Cena 
rursus ab eorum decanis et eorum 
presbyteris ecclesiz liminibus pre- 
sententur. Grischov. | 
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no use of holy water in the ancient discipline; nor seven peni- 
tential Psalms in the ancient service, but only one penitential 
Psalm, that is the fifty-first, commonly distinguished by the 
name of Psalmus Exomologeseos, the Penitential Psalm, or 
Psalm of Confession. Neither was Ash-Wednesday anciently 
the first day of Lent, till Gregory the Great first added it to 
Lent, to make the number of fasting days completely forty, 
which before were but thirty-six. Neither does it appear, 
that anciently the time of imposing penance was confined to 
the beginning of Lent, but penance was granted at all times, 
whenever the bishop thought the sinner qualified for it: as 
St. Ambrose admitted Theodosius to penance at Christmas ; 
and there are many examples of the like nature. The circum- 
stance therefore of time must be passed over as unlimited and 
uncertain. Only whenever penance was imposed, the sinner 
was obliged to change his habit, and appear in a mournful 
dress, agreeable to a state of repentance: which is all that can 
be concluded from any of the ancient canons which speak of 
the circumstances of repentance. 


ye tocut 3. At the same time that they changed their habit, some 
hair, es canons obliged penitents to cut off their hair, or shave their 
veiled, as 


heads, if they were men, as another indication of sorrow and 


th : i 
token of mourning. And women were enjoined to wear a penitential 
sel a veil, and either to cut off their hair, or appear with it dishevel- 


led, and hanging loose about their shoulders; which was 
another token of deep sorrow and affliction. The Council of 
Agde made a peremptory order *°, ‘ that if any, who desired 
to be admitted to penance, refused to cut off their hair, they 
should be rejected.’ And the third Council of Toledo has a 
like order 41, ‘that when any one desires penance of the 
bishop, he shall first poll him, and make him change his habit 
for sackcloth and ashes, and so admit him to do penance.’ 
Optatus 42 alludes to this custom, when speaking of the rude- 


40 C. 18. (t. 4. p. 1386 a.) Si au- 
tem comas non deposuerint, aut 
vestimenta non mutaverint, abjici- 
antur. 

41 C. 12. (t. 5. p. 1012 a.) Qui- 
cunque ab episcopo .. . peenitentiam 

stulat, prius eum tondeat, [aut 
In cinere et cilicio habitum mutare 


faciat, ] et sic poenitentiam ei tradat. 
Si vero mulier fuerit, non accipiat 
peenitentiam, nisi prius [aut velata 
fuerit, aut] mutaverit habitum. 

42 L. 2. p. 58. (p. 54.) Ubi vobis 
mandatum est radere capita sacer- 
dotum?...Qui parare debebas aures 
ad audiendum, parasti novaculam 
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ness of the Donatists in bringing some Catholic bishops to do 
penance, he says, that contrary to all rules they had shaved 
the heads of the priests: they, who ought to prepare ears to 
hear their instructions, had prepared razors to sin against 
them ; that is, they had made them do public penance in order 
to retain their clerical office, which ought not to be done ; for 
if a clergyman was to do public penance, he ought first to be 
degraded for his offence, and do penance only as a layman. 

As to women, the custom was to put them on a penitential 
veil, which is expressly required by the third Council of Tole- 
do 43, appointing ‘that no woman should be admitted to do 
penance, except she was first veiled, and had changed her 
habit.’ Whence Optatus 44 calls such veils the veils of repent- 
ance; objecting it to the Donatists, ‘ that they had forced the 
Catholic virgins, who were innocent, to submit to their imposi- 
tion of hands, and wear upon their heads the veils of repent- 
ance.’ St. Ambrose seems to intimate that they also had their 
heads sometimes shorn or shaven. For writing to a virgin 4° 
who had committed fornication, he bids her ‘ cut off her hair, 
which through vain-glory had given her occasion to sin.’ But 
this was no general custom: for St. Jerom, describing the 
penance of Fabiola “6, says, ‘she did it sparso crine, with her 
hair dishevelled, the bishop and presbyters and all the people 
weeping with her.’ 

Whence we may observe also, with what seriousness, gravity, 
and concern this whole matter was transacted. For not only 
the party under penance took shame to himself, and by these 
ceremonies expressed his sorrow with tears; but the whole 
Church with a compassionate fellow-feeling took share in his 
grief, suffering with a suffering member, and weeping and 
mourning together with him. After this manner Socrates 
[Sozomen] represents the practice of the Roman Church in 


ad delinquendum.— Vid. Cypr. de 


Lapsie, p. 135. See the last part of 
LR. 31, preceding. 
C. 13. See the last clause of 


n. 41, preceding. 

44 1.2. p.sg. (p.54.) Extendistis 
manum, et super omne caput mor- 
tifera velamina pretendistis.—Ibid. 
p. 61. (p. 58.) Cum super earum 
capita velamina peenitentiz tenditis. 


4 Ad Virg. Lapsam, c. 8. (t. 2. 
p- 314¢. n. 35.) Amputentur crines, 
qui per vanam gloriam occasionem 
luxuriz prestiterunt. 

46 Ep. 30. [al.77.] (t. 1. p. 457 a.) 
... Ut staret in ordine peenitentium, 
episcopo, presbyteris et omni populo 
collacrymantibus? sparso crine, ora 
lurida, et squalidas manus, sordida 
colla submitteret ? 
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this exercise, telling us‘’, ‘ that not only the penitents prostrated 
themselves upon the ground with lamentation and wailing, but 
that the bishop meeting them in their proper station, fell to 
the earth likewise with tears, whilst all the congregation wept 
with them. Then the bishop rose up, and raised the penitents 
likewise, and made the usual prayers for them before the 
mystical service began, and so dismissed them from the church.’ 
This was a very solemn way of performing penance, that made 
& just impression upon the whole Church, whilst every man 
was touched with a sense of his brethren’s folly, and made 
their sins, not matter of sport or ridicule, but an occasion of 
expressing his pity and compassion toward them, as members 
of the same body, weeping with those that wept, and joining 
his prayers and tears with theirs, to besiege heaven with united 
force, and obtain of God mercy and pardon for them. 

4. Socrates [Sozomen | takes notice in the same place *®, that 
penitents were used to abstain from bathing and other innocent 
ing, end diversions of life. For, he says, ‘they exercised themselves 
cent diver- willingly in private, 7) ynorelas, 7 ddovolas, 7 Geopdrer aroxiy, 
aay tre with fastings, and neglect of bathing, and abstinence from 
&e. meats, as long as the bishop thought fit to enjoin them.’ 

Which is also intimated by Pacian ‘49, when he brings in the 
penitent declaring, ‘ that Ny any one called him to the bath, he 
refused such delights: if any one called him to a feast, his 
answer was, Those things belong to the happy; but as for 
me, I have sinned against the Lord, and am in danger of eter- 
nal destruction.’ 
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ing, and 


47 L. 7. c. 16. (Vv. 2. Pp. 300. 3.) mepipever tov xpdvor, cis Oooy aur¢ 
"Hdn de WAnpwbeions THs TOU Geov a oe 6 éxicxoros. hor. 


Aecroupyias, BN) peragxdrres dy pv- 
oras Geuss, ou olpeyn Kat dduppp 
™ pyvets emt yis pimTovet odas" avrt- 
mpoowrmos 8e, Bedaxpupevos 6 6 €mioKo- 
os mpog Spapov, Spoiws émt Tov edd- 
ou mimret’ avy dAohvyy Kal Td may 
ms €xxAnoias Th Oos Saxpumy € €ume- 
mara’ TO pera Tovto be, mparos 6 
érigKxorros éfaviorarat, Kal Tods Kel- 
pévous dviotnot’ Kat 7 mpoonnev Ure 

npapTyKdroy perapeAoupéevay evéa- 
pevos, arromepret. 

48 [Ibid. (p. ead. 12.) Ka éavrdv 
de éxovri TahaiTwpoupevos éxacTos, 
h moreias, } adovoias, édeopdrov 
amoxn, 4 érépos ols mpooreraxrat, 


areenesis ad Peenitent. ap. Ji. 
Patr. Paris. 1654. t. 3. P. 7 . (ap. Gal- 
land. t. 7. p.272C¢.).. i quis ad 
balneum vocet, recusare - delicias ; si 
quis ad convivium roget, dicere, Teta 
ee ! ego deliqui in Dominum, 

ericlitor in sternum 


vid Tertullian. de Peenitent. c. 9. 
(p.127 a.) Plerumque vero jejuniis 
preces alere, &c.—Cypr. de Lapsis, 


p- 137. (p.98.).... In cilicio et sor- 
dibus volutari; post iudumentum 
Christi perditum nullum hic jam 
velle vestitum ; post Diaboli cibum 
malle jejunium; &c.—See also n. 31, 
preceding. 
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5. And as they thus exercised themselves in private absti- To cbeerve 
‘ . ‘ , @ pub- 
nence, mortification, and fasting ; so they were more especially lic fasts of 
obliged to observe all the public fasts of the Church. There ‘he Church. 
might be some reasons to excuse others, and dispense with the 
rigour and severity of this exercise in some cases and circum- 
stances, requiring a little abatement in the laws of fasting: 
but penitents were tied up to the strictest observance of them. 
And therefore the fourth Council of Carthage made a de- 
cree °°, ‘that penitents should present themselves at church 
on all times of fasting, and receive imposition of hands from 
the priests.’ 

6. Some directions are also given, at least by private writers, To cherie 
that penitents should abstain from the use of the marriage bed in the use 
during their continuance in the state of public penance. This shy berg 
is a rule laid down by St. Jerom5’, ‘ that in the time of fasting 
the bridegroom and the bride should sequester themselves 
from one another ;’...‘for he that says he does penance by 
abstinence from meat, and by fasting and alms, in vain uses this 
speech, except he go out of his chamber, and make his fast 
holy and pure by adding continence to his repentance.’ And 
so St. Ambrose 52 reckons this a necessary part of self-denial 
upon such an occasion: ‘ Does any one think that to be re- 
pentance, where a man is engaged in an ambitious pursuit of 
honour, and indulges himself in the use of wine and the mar- 
riage bed? Men must renounce the world, abridge themselves 
of sleep, which nature requires, entreat the favour of God with 
sighing and mourning and earnest prayers, and live so as to 
die to the use of this life, and deny themselves, and become 
wholly new men.’ 

7. I cannot be positive, and therefore will not venture to For which 
affirm it absolutely, that this was imposed by any public rule Tac 


married 
of the Church, because I remember no canon at present that persons 


50 C. 8. (t. 2. p. 1206 c.) Omni et sanctum purumque jejunium pu- 
tempore jejunii manus peenitentibus dica expleat pcenitentia. 


a sacerdotibus imponatur. 

51 In Joel. c. 2. (t. 6. p. 193 a.) 
In tempore jejunii.... non serviat 
sponsus et sponsa operi nuptiali. ... 
Gui in castigatione victus, et jejunio, 
et eleemosynis dicit se agere pceni- 
tentiam, frustra hoc sermone pro- 
mittit, nisi egrediatur de cubili suo, 


52 De Peenitent. 1. 2. c. ro. (t. 2. 
p- 436 e. n.96.) An quisquam illam 
peenitentiam putat, ubi acquirends 
ambitio dignitatis, ubi vini effusio, 
ubi ipsius copule conjugalis usus? 
Renunciandum szculo est, somno 
ipsi minus indulgendum: ... seip- 
sum sibi homo abneget, &c. 
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were ad- precisely enjoins it. The only thing that may incline a man to 
nance, think there was such a rule, is, that there is another rule of 
utby near relation to it, and which seems to be grounded upon the 
both par- presumption of such a practice: that is an order we find in the 
ties. | second Council of Arles53, ‘ that penance should not be granted 
to any married people, man or woman, without the desire and 
consent of both parties.’ This seems to be grounded upon a sup- 
position, that penitents were under obligation to contain during 
the time of their penance ; and if the innocent party would not 
consent, no force or compulsion could be laid upon them. For 
the laws of matrimony are prior to any rules that could be 
made about the exercise of public discipline by the Church. 
drome 8. It is another rule of the same Council 5+, proceeding upon 
ra dine in the like reason and supposition of perfect continency in public 
ee penitents, ‘ that no penitent, man or woman, should have liberty 
penance, 0 marry whilst they were doing penance: and if they did, 
they should be rejected and debarred even from entering under 
the roof of the church.’ Or if they held any suspicious con- 
versation, or unlawful familiarity with strangers in this state, 
they were liable to the same censure. For all this was thought 
improper in their circumstances, and inconsistent with the pro- 
fession of a solemn and deep repentance. 
Penitents 9. And, whereas all others might pray standing on all festi- 
pray kneel- Vals, on the Lord’s-day, on the commemorations of martyrs, 
ing Paha and the whole fifty days between Easter and Pentecost, which 
and days of were called days of relaxation, and the standing posture was 
relaxation. sopointed to be used on them by the laws of the Church, 
penitents are particularly excepted from this privilege, and 
obliged to pray kneeling at these times as well as any other. 
For this posture was most agreeable to their state, whose devo- 
tions consisted only in the expression of a deep humility and 
sorrow for sin, for which kneeling was thought the most decent 
posture. Therefore as others were obliged to pray kneeling 
on their stationary days, and days of fasting, because those 


53 C. 22. (t. 4. p. 1013 d.) Poeni- junxerint, cum eodem ab ecclesie 
tentiam conjugatis non niei ex con- inibue arceantur. Hoc etiam de 
sensu dandam. viro in peenitentia posito placuit ob- 

54 C. 21. (ibid. d.) Poenitentes, servari. [Labbe and Cossart read 
quz defuncto viro, aliis nubere pree- the ruling nouns and the verbs in 
sumpserint, vel suspecta vel inter- the singular number. Ep 
dicta familiaritate se cum extraneo 
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were times of more solemn humiliation: so the penitents were 
obliged to kneel every day>5, even on the days of remission, 
because every day was a day of humiliation to them, and their 
business in the church was only to sue for mercy, and to pro- 
strate themselves to receive the solemn imposition of hands and 
benediction. 

10. And because mercy and liberality to the poor was 4 Penitents 
great argument and evidence of repentance, this was always in uaceaed 
an eminent degree exacted of them. Cyprian puts this among liberality t 
the other indications of repentance. ‘ Can we think’, says he*, pe eee: 
‘that that man laments with his whole heart, and deprecates 
the Lord with fasting, weeping, and mourning, who, from the 
very moment of his sinning, daily frequents the baths, who 
feeds himself with luxurious feasting, and fills his belly to an 
extraordinary pitch, only to belch forth his crudities the day 
after ? who imparts not his meat and drink to the necessities of 
the poor? How does he bewail his own death, who walks 
about with a merry and cheerful countenance? who trims his 
beard and attires his face? Does he think to please men, who 
displeases God? Does that woman lament and mourn, who is 
at leisure to put on her costly clothing, and never thinks of the 
garment of Christ, which she has lost?’ In such a case he 
thinks charity to the poor would be a more becoming orna- 
ment than all their silks, and jewels, and gold: therefore he 
advises them to put on the ornament of Christ, that they might 
not appear naked before him. 

11. Finally, in some Churches the penitents were obliged to Penitents 
take upon them the office and care of burying the dead: and ba eds 
this by way of discipline, and exercise of humility and charity, ~ serve 


which were so becoming their station. In many Churches, in baile 


the dead. 


55 Vid. Carth. 4. c. 82. (t. 2. p. 
1206 c.) Poenitentes etiam diebus 
remissionis genua flectent. 

56 De Lapsis, p. 134. (p. 96.) La- 
mentari eum putamus ex toto corde, 
jejuniis, fletibus, planctibus Domi- 
num deprecari; qui ex primo cri- 
minis die lavacra quotidie celebrat, 
qui epulis affluentibus pastus, et sa- 
gina largiore distentus, cruditates 
suas postridie ructat, nec cibos et 
potus suos cum pau necessi- 
tate communicat? Qui hilaris ac 


letus incedit, quomodo mortem su- 
am deflet? Cumque scriptum sit, 
Non corrumpetis effigiem barbe ves- 
tre ; barbam vellit, et faciem suam 
comit? Et placere nunc cuiquam 
studet, qui Deo displicet? An illa 
ingemiscit et plangit, cui vacat cul- 
tum pretiose vestis induere, nec in- 
dumentum Christi, quod perdidit, 
cogitare? accipere pretiosa orna- 
menta et monilia elaborata, nec di- 
vini et coelestis ornatus damna de- 
flere? 


The gross 
mistake of 
those who 


ricular 
confession. 
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especially those of greater note, this business devolved upon a 
certain order of men, called parabolani, whose office 57 was 
particularly to attend the sick, and take care to bury the dead: 
but probably there was no such standing office in many 
Churches, and therefore this employment was put upon the 
penitents as a proper exercise for men in their condition. It is 
certain it was so in the African Churches: for the fourth 
Council of Carthage ** gives a particular direction in the case, 
‘that the penitents should bear out the dead to the church, and 
take care of their burial.’ 

These were some of those wholesome and salutary exercises 
with which the ancient Church disciplined her penitents, espe- 
cially those of the third order, who were more emphatically 
called penitents, as being in the state of prostrators, which was 
the most noted order of penitents in the Church. But there is 
one eminent act of penance, belonging to this order, yet behind; 
that is, the exomologesis, or confession: which, because it has 
been turned into a new thing by the Church of Rome, and 
occasioned some great disputes, I have purposely reserved for 
a distinct handling, and shall make it the subject of a particular 
dissertation in the following chapter. 


CHAP. III. 


A particular account of the exomologesis, or confession, used 
in the discipline of the ancient Church; showing it to be a 
different thing from the private or auricular confession 
introduced by the Church of Rome. 


1. Tuere is nothing more common among the polemical 
writers of the Romish Church, than wherever they meet with 
the word exomologesis in any of the ancient writers, to inter- 
pret it private or auricular confession, such as is now practised 
in the communion of that Church, aud imposed upon them as 
absolutely necessary to salvation. But they who, with greater 
Judgment and ingenuity among themselves have more narrowly 
considered the matter, make no scruple to confess that the 
exomologesis of the Ancients signifies a quite different thing, viz. 


57 See b. 3. ch. g. v. I. p. 339- tuos | aia ecclesise afferant et 
58 C, 81. (t. 2. p.1206c.) Mor- sepelian 
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the whole exercise of public penance, of which public confession 
was a noted part. 

The learned Albaspinzeus very strenuously sets himself to re- 
fute this error in the writers of his own party. ‘Cardinal Bel- 
larmin,’ says he*9, ‘and Baronius, and Maldonat in his Contro- 
versies, and Pamelius in his Commentaries upon Tertullian and 
Cyprian, lay it down as a certain truth, that the Fathers gene- 
rally take the word exomologesis for private and auricular 
confession: but having long and accurately considered all the 
places where it is mentioned, I cannot come in to their opi- 
nion.’ ‘The Fathers,’ adds he®, ‘always use this word, when 
they would describe the external rites of penance, viz. weep- 
ing, and mourning, and self-accusation, and other the lke 
things, which penitents usually practised in the course of pub- 
lic penance. For no one can be ignorant, that in those first 
ages, penitents performed a long and laborious penance, 
wherein they mortified themselves with continual weeping, and 
stood before the gates of the church to give public testimony 
of their sorrow for the sin they had committed: moreover that 
they cast themselves on the ground at the bishop’s feet, and 
fell down at the knees of the martyrs, and besought all the 


59 Observat. ]. 2. c. 26. p. 153. 
(ad calc. Optat. p. 90 b.) Multi, ut 
Cardinales Bellarminus et Baronius 
anno Domini 1556, Maldonatus in 
suis Controversns, Pamelius suis ad 
Tertulianum et Divum Cyprianum 
Commentariis, pro certo asserunt, 
Patres, ut plurimum, hac voce con- 
fessionem peccatorum arcanam et 
auricularem intellexisse; verum, diu 
multumque pensitatis omnibus ubi 
ea habetur locis, illorum opinioni 
non possum accedere. 

© hid. (p.goc.) Mihi videtur... 
Patres semper ... hanc vocem ezo- 
mologesis adbibuisse, cum signifi- 
care vellent ritus exteriores, utpote 
flendi, ingemiscendi, se ipsum in- 
cusandi, et id genus alia pcenitenti- 
bus usitata. Atque, ut perfectius 
istius vocabuli usus innotescat, ne- 
minem preterit illis prioribus szcu- 
lis poenitentes longa admodum et 
laboriosa defunctos esse pcenitentia, 

uam assiduis fletibus se ipsos 
conficerent, pro vestibulis sedi 

BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


sacrarum starent ad testandum pub- 
lice erroris sui dolorem: quin et 
humi jacentes episcoporum pedibus, 
martyrum genibus advolverentur, 
ceterorum quoque fidelium, identi- 
dem orantes unumquemque, ut sibi 
apud Deum deprecator adesset, o- 
perti sacco, horrore squaloreque 
prorsus obsiti. Peracta vero peni- 
tentia, episcopus eos ex aditu in 
medium templi deductos, coram 
presbyteris, diaconis, viduis, et po- 
pulo sistebat, ubi rursus humi pro- 
cumbebant, crimina sua dsestaban: 
tur, ubertim flebant, omnium se 
precibus commendantes, nec un-. 
br eodem se relapsuros sancte 

ejerantes. Comperio itaque ulti- 
mum hunc ritum ob id sepe ero- 
mologesin a Patribus esse nuncupa- 
tum, quod in se plurimos actus 
haberet, dolorem admisse culpe 
preferentes; non secus ac omnis 
actio et ratio vite penitentium inter 
peenitentiam agendam perinde ezo- 
mologests aliquando dicitur. 

I 
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rest of the faithful, that they would become intercessors to God 
for them, being clothed in sackcloth, and covered with filthi- 
ness and horror: and that when they had gone thus far in 
their penance, the bishop was used to bring them from the 
doors into the church, and set them before the presbyters, the 
deacons, the widows, and all the people; where again they 
were used to prostrate themselves on the ground, detesting 
their sins, and commending themselves to the prayers of all, 
and solemnly protesting, that they would never relapse or re- 
turn to their former condition again. And upon this account,’ 
says he, ‘ we often find this last rite called exomologesis by the 
Fathers, because it contained many acts in it, expressing sor- 
row for the crimes they had committed ; in like manner as the 
whole action and tenour of a penitent’s life, whilst he is doing 
penance, is sometimes called exomologesis by the Fathers.’ 
This he proves and confirms from many irrefragable testimo- 
nies out of Tertullian, Cyprian, and other ancient writers, 
which I shall not here relate, but only allege one passage of 
Tertullian, which comes home to the present purpose. ‘ The 
exomologesis,’ says he®', ‘is the discipline of a man’s prostrat- 
ing and humbling himself, enjoining him a conversation that 
moves God to mercy and compassion. It obliges a man to 
change his habit and his diet, to lie in sackcloth and ashes, to 
defile his body by a neglect of dress and ornament, to afflict 
his soul with sorrow, and to change his former sinful conversa- 
tion by a quite contrary practice: to use meat and drink, not 
to please his appetite, but only for preservation of life; to 


61 De Peenitent. c. 9. (p. 127 a.) 
....Exomologesis prosternendi et 
humilificandi Romitits disciplina est, 
conversationem injungens misericor- 
dize illicem. De ipso quoque habitu 
et victu mandat, sacco et cineri in- 
- cubare, corpus sordibus obscurare, 
animum meeroribus dejicere, illa 
quz peccavit, tristi tractatione mu- 
tare: ceterum pastum et potum 
pura non esse (al. nosse ], non ventris 
scilicet, sed anime causa: plerumque 
vero jejuniis precesalere, ingemiscere, 


lacrymari, mugire dies noctesque ad 
Dominum Deum suum (al. tuum), 
presbyteris advolvi et caris [al. aris 
male*] Dei adgeniculari, omnibus 
fratibus legationes deprecationis 
suze injungere. Hzc omnia exo- 
mologesis, ut poenitentiam commen- 
det, ut de periculi timore Dominum 
honoret, ut in peccatorem ipsa pro- 
nuntians pro Dei indignatione fun- 
gatur, et temporali afflictione eterna 
supplicia non dicam frustretur, sed 
expungat. 


« [See this cited and noticed before, b. 1. ch. 4. 8. 4. v. 1. p. 32. " 63. Also, 


b. 8. ch.6. 8.12. v.3. p.gi. 0.21. 
8. 3. p.97. 0. 10, preceding. Ep.] 


See also Ambrose, as cited before, ch. 1. 
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quicken his prayers and devotions by frequent fastings; to 
groan and weep, and cry unto the Lord God both day and 
night; to prostrate himself before the presbyters of the Church, 
to kneel before the friends of God, and beg of all the brethren 
that they would become intercessors for his pardon: all this 
the exomologesis requires to recommend a true repentance.’ 
Here is not a syllable of private or auricular confession, but 
all relates to the public confession before the Church; and 
that not so much in words, as in actions, expressing their re- 
pentance in public demonstrations of their sorrow, and the 
uniform tenour of a penitent behaviour; which was of far 
greater moment to signify and evidence their conversion, than 
the most pathetical words of any mere verbal or private con- 
fession. 

2. And this is one argument to prove, that the doctrine of No neces- 
the necessity of auricular confession was wholly unknown to tt Real 
the ancient Church. For when public discipline was in general oe 
use, and all men were disposed to submit to it, there could be tne as 
little occasion for private confession, the reason and ground of Church. 
which was much better answered by the public. But besides 
this, there is most plain and direct evidence from the testimo- 
nies of the Ancients, that no necessity was laid upon any man 
to make private confession of all or any of his secret sins to a 
priest, as a matter of indispensable obligation, either to qualify 
him for the reception of the eucharist, or to give him a title to 
the communion of the Church and eternal life. I have 
already 6? shown this, with a particular respect to the reception 
of the eucharist, out of some very plain passages of Chry- 
sostom, Gennadius, Laurentius Novariensis, and other ancient 
writers; to which I shall here add such other testimonies as 
evidently show they required no private confession to be made 
to man, except in some very particular cases. 

St. Chrysostom ®, exhorting men to repentance, says, ‘I bid 


62 B. 15. ch. 8. 8.6. v. 5. p.504. dri rou Acxacrrov duoddye: rd duapry- 

ba Hom. gr. in Hebr? Li 066. para, evxdpevos, el eal pi Ty yAorry, 
iS 12. p. 289d.) Ov Aeyoo got, éx- dAAG TH pynpn, Kal obras afiov éd 

wépusevooy oavrov, ovde mapa rois Oyva..... Behriov SdxverOa ‘teks 
Dros xanpydpycor, dda weibeoOas [puyiy] ry poquy viv, } kar’ éxeivoy roy 
ovpBoureve re podyry A¢yorrt, xaipdv ry ryswplg. Nov éay ps avrav[da- 
"Asoxduyyor mpos Kuptoy rip ddd» papriay papmnpevos, nar ouvexds at- 
gou’ di row Geoi ravra duodsyncoy, rds mpoodépys re Geg, kal inép atrav 
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thee not to bring thyself upon the stage, nor to accuse thyself 
unto others: but I advise thee to observe the Prophet’s direc- 
tion, reveal thy way unto the Lord, confess thy sins before 
God, confess them before the Judge; praying, if not with thy 
tongue, yet at least with thy memory; and so look to obtain 
mercy. It is better to be tormented with the memory of thy 
sins now, than with the torment that shall be hereafter. If 
you remember them now, and continually offer them to God, 
and pray for them, you shall quickly blot them out; but if 
you forget them now, you will then remember them against 
your will, when they shall be brought forth before the whole 
world, and be publicly exposed upon the stage before all, 
friends, enemies, and angels.’ In another place®, ‘It is not 
necessary that thou shouldest confess in the presence of wit- 
nesses: let the inquiry after thy sins be made in thy own 
thoughts; let this judgment be without any witness; let God 
only see thee confessing.’ Again ®, ‘I beseech thee make thy 
confession continually to God. For I do not bring thee into 
the theatre of thy fellow-servants, neither do I constrain thee 
by any necessity to discover thy sins unto men. Unfold thy 
conscience before God, and show him thy wounds, and ask the 
cure of him. Show them to him, who will not reproach thee, 
but only heal thee. For although thou confess not, he knows 
all. Confess therefore, that thou mayest be a gainer. Confess, 
that thou mayest put off thy sins in this world, and go pure 
into the next, and avoid that intolerable publication that will 


den, TaXews e£areiwers airds. "Edy 65 Hom. 30. sive Hom. 5. de In- 
€ voy em Ady, tore auray dya- napesere Dei oe t. 1. a 392. 
pyc6qon | cal dxoy, € éml rhs olxoupewns (t. 1. p. 490 €.).... 


andons, eis péoov Pepopevery avray 
Kat easier ves em) arsed, cat 
dior, xa pay, cal ayyeAoy 

64 Hom. ms Ponitent. t. 5. Edit. 
Latin. (Serm. de Poenitent. et Con- 
fess. (Basil. 1558. t. at) fol. gor a.) 
Sed confunderis et erubescis peccata 
tua effari..... Nunc autem neque 


Béoua nal dyriBohd (gonoyia 
T@ Ceo Tuvexas” aude yap eis 


Tpdv o¢ dyw Tav cuvdovhay Téy oar, 
ovde éxxadtnpat Trois avOparos a 

caf ra ayaptrnpara. Tod achat 0 
avdrrufov éumpocbev rov Ocod, rai 
atTa@ Betor ra Tpavpara, cal rap 
avrov ra ddppaxa airmoov' Seitorv 


necessarium przsentibus testibus 
confiteri : cogitatione fiat delictorum 
exquisitio, absque teste sit hoc judi- 
cium. Solus te Deus confitentem 
videat. Deus, qui non exprobrat 
peccata tua, sed solvit peccata prop- 
ter confusionem, Numquid et sic 
gravaris et retrocedis? Ep.] 


T? BH évediovrt, adAd Gepamrevovrs’ 
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‘Why art thou ashamed and 


blushest,’ says he, in another place®, ‘to confess thy sins? 
Dost thou discover them to a man, that he should reproach 
thee? Dost thou confess them to thy fellow-servant, that he 
should bring thee upon the open stage? Thou only showest 
thy wound to him who is thy Lord, thy Curator, thy Physician, 
and thy Friend. And he says to thee, I do not compel thee to 


go into the public theatre, and take many witnesses. 


Confess 


thy sin in private to me alone, that I may heal thy wound, and 
deliver thee from thy grief.’ There are almost twenty pas- 
sages ®7 in the same author, very full and pregnant to the same 
purpose, which the learned reader may consult in their proper 
places, or view them at once collected together by Mr. Daille 


% Hom. 4. de Lazar. t. 5. 


(ibid. p. 287 d.) 
aloxivy xal dpvOpuis, elwé por, ri 
quaprnpara elreiv; pt) yap avépore 
heyers, wa cvedion oe; By yap re 
dpodoyeis, ¢ (va éxrropmevon ; : 
ro Seondry, rH Kydepdn, rp ciday- 
Opdory, re larpp rd Tpavpa eae 
Seuxwvers. Mi , kdy ov py cigs, 
éxeivos OUK ot » Boye al mpo Tov 
mpax Sivas 1 imioraro ; 3 Tivos oby évexev 
stor BH yap éx THs ons KaTy- 
yopias poprixérepoy yiverat rd audp- 
TA; NMEp@TEpoy pep ovv Kal Koudo- 
repoy" xat 01a rovro Bovderai ce elreiv, 
obx iva Kohden, aAX’ ag opion’ 
oby tva avrds udbn THY duapriay’ TOS 
yap 6 «ides; dAN iva ov pabys, 
wécoy cot ovyxcpet xpéos* Bovreras 
b¢ ve pabeis | Ts xapiros 1 Td peyeBos, 
wa elyapioréy GuareAjs, & iva oxynpé- 
TEpos mpos a dpapriay 1S, iva mpobupe- 
repos eis dperny’ dy pi) cimys Tou 
xpéous rd péyeBos, ovx emeywooness 
Ts Xaperos Thy tarepBodny. Ovx a- 
paynate, prov, els pécov ede ce 
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poy, cai paprupas mepiorjgat 
mohAovs" épol ro a apaprnpa ceive povey 
ear’ iiay, iva Geparevow rd €Axos 
nai dwadAdfo ris dduyns. 

6&7 Hom. 57. Quod peccata non 
sint evulganda. t. 5. p. 754. (t. 3. 
p. 346 c.) Ov ydp els pécov dyovres 
Tous npapryéras ovra Snpoctevoper 
avrey ra a » RTD —Hom. 

8. Non esse concionan- 


. t. 5. p. 772. (t.2. p. 66g a.)... 


Nuvi d¢ ob8e dvdyxn mapévrey paprv- 

y éfoporoyeioOa:.—Hom. 68. de 
Peenitent. Ahab. t. 5. p. 1003. [Be- 
nee Si ag Poenitent. 2. (ibid. 
p.2 faa Ge@, ore HudpryKa, 
ce. TX .—Hom. iT. ad Pop. Antioch. 
t. 1. p. 270. [Bened. Cateches. ad 
Dluminand. 2. (ibid. _P. 240 me} 
Ovde moet atta [scil. a npara 
avepa xai dda, ov8e dvayxater wa- 
perddvras els pérov eLeumew ra wee 
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é£oporoynoacGa.—Hom. 8. de Pee- 
nitent. t. I. p. 700. Bened. Hom. 
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Hom. 72. de P ytic. t.5 P: 927 
C3. p. pp, seaa.) Dest. in Edit. 
ai om. 20. in Gen. t. 2. p. 
222. (t.4. p.175 b,c.).... Kal pdvos 
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0. t. 3. Eye oe 
fint. Spuria.] p. 5 “Oray 
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in his excellent book of Auricular Confession, where he not 
only vindicates these passages of Chrysostom from the s0- 
phistical glosses and evasions of the Romanists, ‘but also has 
unanswerably proved by no less than thirty arguments, and 
cloud of other ancient witnesses, that there could be no such 
thing as private, auricular, sacramental confession enjoined as 
of necessity to pardon of sin, in the primitive Church. 

But Chrysostom is not the only person that maintains this 
assertion. 

St. Basil © says the same thing before him: ‘I do not make 
confession with my lips, to appear to the world; but inwardly 
in my heart, where no eye sees; I declare my groanings unto 
thee alone, who seest in secret, I roar within myself: for I 
need not many words to make confession: the groanings of 
my heart are sufficient for confession, and the lamentations, 
which are sent up to thee, my God, from the bottom of my 
soul.’ 

In like manner St. Hilary’° makes confession necessary to 
be made to God only: for commenting on the fifty-second 
_ Psalm, he tells us, ‘ David teaches us, that confession is neces- 
sary to be made to none but God, who hath made the olive 
fruitful with the hope of mercy for ever and ever.’ 

And St. Ambrose as plainly says, that tears poured out be- 
fore God are sufficient to obtain pardon of sin, without confes- 
sion made to man. His words are7!, ‘Tears wash away sin, which 
men are ashamed to confess with their voice. Weeping pro- 
vides at once both for pardon and bashfulness: tears speak our 
faults without horror; tears confess our crimes without any of- 


—Hom.28. in 1 Cor. p-569. (t. 10. p. 
250€.).... Kat ovy érepow érépe xe- 
Aever Soxiudoa, Kx. Tr. A.— also 
np. 63, 65, and 66, preceding. 

68 L. 4. c. 25. (p. 474.) Argumen- 
tum vicesimum ex tredecim Chry- 
sostomi testimoniis, &c. 

69 In Ps. 37, 8. (append. t. 1. part 
2. p. 520d. n. 4.) Ov yap iva rois 
woAXois avepos yévmpat, Tois yeide- 
ow e£oporoyovpa’ évdoy 8¢ ev airy 
ty xapdiag rd Supa pvwr, coi pdve 
T@ BdeérovtTs Ta €v KpunT®, Tous ev 
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70 In Ps. 208. (t. 1. p.g3 a. n. 23.) 
...»Nulli alii docens confitendum, 
quam qui fecit olivam fructiferam 
spe misericordiz in sseculum seeculi. 

71 L.10. in Luc. 32. v.57. (t. 1. 
p. 1523 a. n. 88.) Lavant lacrymez 
delictum, quod pudor est voce con- 
fiteri. Et venie fletur consulunt et 
verecundiz, &c. 
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fence to modesty and shamefacedness.’ So again7?, speaking 
of St. Peter’s tears, he says, ‘I find not what Peter said, but I 
find that he wept: I read of his tears, but I read not of his sa- 
tisfaction :’ meaning, that verbal confession was not simply ne- 
cessary to obtain pardon. 

And in this sense St. Austin? expounding those words of the 
- Psalmist, “I said I will pronounce (or declare) my own wicked- 
ness against myself unto the Lord, and so thou forgavest the 
iniquity of my heart,” says, ‘he had not yet pronounced it, 
but only promised that he would pronounce it, and yet God 
forgave him. He had not yet pronounced it, but only in his 
heart ; his confession was not yet come to his mouth, yet God 
heard the voice of his heart: his voice was not yet in his 
mouth, but the ear of God was in his heart; which implies, 
that God accepts and pardons the penitent and contrite heart, 
even before any formal declaration is made by vocal confession 
either to God or man.’ In another place?‘ he speaks of con- 
fession as no ways necessary to be made to man: ‘ What have 
I to do with men, that they should hear my confessions, as 
though they could heal all my diseases?’ He also frequently 
tells us, with all the rest of the ancient writers, that a great 
many of those, which the Romanists now call mortal sins, were 
daily pardoned upon no other confession but the fervent and 
devout use of that of the Lord’s Prayer’, “ Forgive us our tres- 
passes, as we forgive them that trespass against us!” which 
evidently shows, that he did not believe auricular confession 
necessary for expiating all manner of mortal sins. 


‘2 Ibid. B- 157, (P ead. a.) Non pronuntiaverat. Hoc ipsum dicere 
invenio quid dixerit Petrus; invenio Pronuntiabo, pronuntiare est: ideo 
quod fleverit. as ejus lego; Et tu dimisisti tmptetatem cordis 
satisfactionem [ejus| non lego. mei. Confessio ergo mea ad os 
78 In Ps. 31. Serm. s. Enarrat. nondum venerat: Dixeram enim, 
2. (t. 4. p.179 f.) Dixi,.... Pro- Pronuntiabo adversum me: verum- 
nuntiabo adversum me injustitiam tamen Deus audivit vocem cordis 
meam Domino; et tw dimisisti im- mei. Vox mei in ore nondum erat, 
pietatem cordis met. Non jam pro-_ sed auris Dei jam in corde erat. 
nuntiat, oe se pronuntiatu- 74 Confess. 1 10. C. 3. (t. 1. p. 17k 
rum ; et ille jam dimittit. Attendite, d.) Quid mihi ergo est cum homi- 
fratres, magna res: dixit, Pronun- nibus, ut audiant confessiones meas, 
tiabo. Non dixit, Pronuntiavi, et tu quasi ipsi sanaturi sint omnes lan- 
dimisists. Dixit, Pronuntiabo, et tu guores meos? 
dimisists ; quia eo ipso, quod dixit, 75 See this fully proved, b. 16. 
Pronuntiabo, ostendit, quia non- ch. 3. 8.14. v.6. pp. 178-183. nn, 
dum ore pronuntiaverat, sed corde 42, seqq. 
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Maximus Taurinensis7® delivers his opinion almost in the 
same words as St. Ambrose does: ‘ Tears wash away sin, which 
the voice is ashamed to confess. Therefore tears provide at 
once both for men’s modesty and salvation; they neither make 
men blush in their petitions, nor disappoint them of pardon in 
asking.’ He adds, ‘ that tears are a sort of silent prayers : they 
ask not pardon in words, and yet deserve it; (that is, in his 
style, procure it;) they declare not the cause, and yet obtain 
mercy. Nay, the prayers of tears are many times of more ad- 
vantage than those of words; because words often prove de- 
ceitful in prayer, but tears never deceive. For words some- 
times declare but half the business; but tears always express 
the whole affection.’ 

Prosper?’, who was St. Austin’s scholar, follows his doctrine: 
for, speaking of private sins committed by the clergy, he says, 
‘They shall more easily appease God, who being not convict 
by human judgment do of their own accord acknowledge their 
offence; who either do discover it by their own confessions, or 
else, others not knowing what they are in secret, do voluntarily 
inflict the sentence of excommunication upon themselves; and 
being separated, not in mind, but in office, from the altar, to 
which they did minister, do lament their life as dead ; assuring 
themselves, that God being reconciled unto them by the fruits 
of effectual repentance, they shall not only receive what they 
have lost, but also being made citizens of that city which is 
above, they shall come to everlasting joys.’ 

Cassian also assures us, that this was the doctrine of the 


76 Hom. 3. de Peenitentia Petri. 7” De Vit. Contemplat. 1. 2. c. 7. 


(ap. Bibl. May. t.6. p. 23. 9.) Lavat 
enim lacrymis delictum, quod voce 
pudor est confiteri. Lacryme ergo 
verecundiz consulunt pariter et sa- 
luti; nec erubescunt in petendo, et 
impetrant in rogando. Lacryme, 
inquam, tacitee quodammodo preces 
sunt ; veniam non postulant, et me- 
rentur; causam non dicunt, et mi- 
sericordiam consequuntur; nisi quod 
utiliores lacrymarum preces sunt, 
quam sermonum; quia sermo in 
precando forte fallit, lacryma om- 
nino non fallit. Sermo enim inter- 
dum non totum profert negotium ; 
lacryma semper totum prodit affec- 
tum. 


(append. p. 31 a. 15.)... Deum sibi 
facilius placabunt illi, qui non hu- 
mano convicti judicio, sed ultro cri- 
men agnoscunt: qui aut propriis 
illud confessionibus produnt, aut 
nescientibus aliis, quales occulti 
sunt, ipsi in se voluntaris excom- 
municationis sententiam ferunt, et 
ab altari cui ministrabant, non ani- 
mo, sed officio separati, vitam suam 
tanquam mortuam plangunt, certi 
quod reconciliato sibi efficacis peeni- 
tentiz fructibus Deo, non solum 
amissa recipiant, sed etiam cives 
superne civitatis effecti, ad gaudia 
sempiterna perveniant. 
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Egyptian fathers; for he says7®, Pinuphius the Egyptian abbot 
gave this advice to the monks that were under him: ‘Who is 
it that cannot humbly say, J made my sin known unto thee, 
and my iniquity have I not hid; that by this confession he 
may confidently adjoin that which follows, and so thou for- 
gavest the impiety of my heart. But if shamefacedness so 
draw thee back, that thou blushest to reveal them before men ; 
cease not by continual supplication to confess them unto him 
from whom they cannot be hid, and to say, I know my ini- 
quity and my sin is against me always: to thee only have I 
sinned, and done evil before thee, whose custom is both to cure 
without publishing our shame, and to pardon sins without ac- 
cusing or upbraiding.’ 

These are plain testimonies evidently showing, that the An- 
cients did not believe the necessity of auricular confession, 
or urge it as a thing absolutely necessary to absolution and 
salvation. 

3. But besides this, the practice of the Ancients, in one par- This proved 
ticular case, does most irrefragably show, that they did not be- rita 
lieve the necessity of auricular confession. For they allowed Abagreid of 
no second public penance to many relapsing sinners, nor ever cients in 
gave them any manner of sacerdotal absolution to their lives’ genres ry 


end: which shall be evidently demonstrated in the next chap- absolution 


ter. Now the plain consequence of this is, that no penitential lapeing Ete 
confession, either public or private, was taken from such, as ners, with- 


made to man, in order to obtain sacerdotal absolution : yet still ae hoc 


they exhorted them to repent in private, and make private from = 
confession of their sins to God, in hopes of obtaining mercy anda of 
and pardon from him at the great day of retribution. It 1s God upon 
. confession 
confessed on all hands, that such relapsers never had the pri- to him 
vilege to make their public confession in the church, in order “one. 


to obtain public absolution : and it is as certain, they were not 


quem latere non possunt, confiteri 


78 Collat. 20. c. 8. (p. 549.) Postre- 
mo quis est, qui non possit suppli- 
citer dicere, Peccatum meum cogni- 
tum tibi feci, et injustitiam meam 
non operui? ut per hanc confes- 
sionem etiam illud confidenter sub- 
jungere mereatur, Et tu remisisti 
imptetatem cordis mei. Quod si, 
verecundia retrahente, revelare (ea | 
coram hominibus erubescis, ili, 


ea jugi supplicatione non desinas, 
ac dicere, Iniquitatem meam ego 
cognosco, et peccatum meum contra 
me est semper: tibt soli peccavi, et 
malum coram te feci ; qui et absque 
illius verecundiz publicatione cu- 
rare, et sine improperio peccata do- 
nare consuevit. 
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admitted to compound by any private sacerdotal confession, to 
obtain private sacerdotal absolution. For, though Cardinal Per- 
ron’7® had a strong fancy to solve the difficulty of this argument, 
by feigning a sort of private confession for them, when they 
were denied the public, yet Petavius?7? himself refutes this 


78 (For a full and satisfactory 
account of James Davez Du Per- 
ron, see Chalmers’ Biographical 
Dictionary, Lond. 1818. v. 14. pp. 
350, seqq- He was born of Pro- 
testant parents, after their removal 
from Lower Normandy to the Can- 
ton of Berne, in 1556. In course 
of time he became a staunch Papist, 
writing, preaching, and disputing 
against the Reformed, and. parti- 
cularly against Du Plessis Mornay. 
He died at Paris, Sep. 8, 1618, aged 
63. His works were collected after- 

s, and were published at Paris, 
1620-22, in 3 vols. fol., the first of 
which contain his elaborate Treatise 
on the Eucharist, against that of Du 
esp Mornay on the same subject. 

D. 

mt eeney ae in Epi ro Her. 
59. (p. 237.) Ex quo perdifficilis ex- 
Ot queestio, Quid illis tandem ho- 
minibus factum sit, qui post priorem 

cenitentiam in eadem scelera rursus 
incurrerent; verumne sit, ab eccle- 
sia rejectos illos penitus, nec ad pri- 
vatam saltem aliquam receptum ha- 
buisse, cujus beneficio in integrum 
restituti ad divinorum mysteriorum 
communionem redirent. Qui anti- 
quioris ecclesiz formam ac consue- 
tudinem ex hodiernis institutis et 
moribus estimare voluerit, facile mi- 
tiorem in partem inclinabit ; nec ab 
omni ecclesiz sacramentorumque 
consortio repudiatos illos persua- 
dere sibi poterit. Quam in senten- 
tiam copiose quidam nuper ita dis- 
seruit. Triplicem ait apud antiquos 
fuisse peenitentiam ; publicam unam 
ob publica peccata; alteram priva- 
tam ac secretam propter occulta; 
tertiam ob eadem occulta crimina 
publice susceptam. Hanc vero po- 
stremam non eum tantum habuisse 
fructum, ut peccatorum culpam ac 
sempiterni supplicii noxam abster- 
geret; sed ut temporarias insuper 


pcenas diluerit, ac peccatores in in- 
tegrum cumulatissime restituerit. 
Proinde non ejus copiam promiscue 
esse factam, neque, quoties quisque 
peteret, facile permissam; sed in 
omni vita semel duntaxat. Hec 
ille: ex quibus et ex iis, que con- 
sequenter disputat, velle istud vide- 
tur; istiusmodi criminum reos post 
priorem pcenitentiam ad privatam 
confugisse, ejusque beneficio nihil- 
ominus communionem  assecutos 
esse. Sed ad veterum patrum tes- 
timonia ac prisce illius ecclesie 
normam, et communem adeo sen- 
sum, animum adjicienti mihi, parum 
commode pleraque explicata viden- 
tur. Etenim si graviorum delicto- 
rum conscii citra publicam illam, 

uam antea suscepissent, poeniten- 
tiam emergere, et ad communionem 
pon reverti alterius ac private 

eneficilo potuerint; nonne melior 
illorum, quam cterorum, conditio 
fuit, quibus sine publica peenitentia 
reditus in ecclesiam non patuit? 
Atqui nemo tam vecors erit, qui 
humanius cum illis actum putet, 
qui in eadem sepius incurrissent, 
et quidem horrenda flagitia, quam 
cum eis, qui semel ea commisissent : 
he ex ila opinione consequitur. 

ujusmodi vero istud est; velut 
gratize, ac beneficii loco publicam 
illam peenitentiam spisse ac diffici- 
liter indultam? Nam si privata et 
occulta defungi possent, et in eodem 
ac ceeteri loco esse; quis non tanto 
molestiarum ac temporis compendio 
mallet uti, cupidissimeque se, pub- 
lica illa contempta, ad commodiorem 
alteram brevioremque transferret? 
Volo enim illud mihi respondeant: 
Qui atrocioris culpe conscius tum 
primum ad peenitentiam accederet, 
utrum absque publica per privatam 
restitui potuerit, an necessario usur- 
panda illa fuerit ? Si prius dixerint; 
si, inquam, necessariam illis publi- 
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pretence, as a mere dream without any foundation in ancient 
history, and gives a solid reason to the contrary. For, as he 
argues, ‘if private confession had been allowed to such relapsers, 
their condition had been happier, and their penance easier, than 
those who fell but once: which is a thing that will hardly enter 
into any man’s imagination, that considers things with any 
manner of judgment and reason.’ Supposing then the truth of 
this fact, that the Ancients allowed such relapsers neither the 
benefit of public nor private absolution upon any confession 
whatsoever : it evidently follows, that they did not believe in 
any absolute necessity for auricular confession, since they en- 
couraged such sinners notwithstanding to hope for mercy and 
pardon upon private repentance and confession made to God 
only. 

For the proof of which one passage of St. Austin ®° will be 
sufficient, where he speaks the general practice of the Church, 
and the sense of all his brethren. ‘ The iniquity of men,’ says 
he, ‘ sometimes proceeds so far, that after they have done pub- 
he penance, after they have been reconciled to the altar, they 
commit the same or greater sins; and yet God makes his sun 
to rise even upon such, and bestows upon them, no less than 
before, the greatest gifts of life and salvation. And though 
there be no place allowed to such in the Church, to perform 
that humble sort of penance again, yet God does not forget his 


asserant, necesse erit una fateantur, 
feliciorem multo conditionem eorum 


cam itentiam negaverint, anti- 
quitatis totius memoria teste refel- 


lentur. Siquidem vetera omnia Con- 
cilia, omnesque canonum conditores 
ita publicam lapsis pcenitentiam 
preescribunt, ac tempus rationem- 
que definiunt ; ita porro Tertul- 
hanus, Cyprianus, Pacianus, antiqui 
ad unum omnes eosdem illos hor- 
tando, comminando, objurgando vel 
invitos urgent, et impellunt; ut mi- 
nime hoc illis integrum fuisse signi- 
ficent. Restat igitur, nullo ut alio, 
ac ne private quidem peenitentiz 
subsidio, recipi in communionem ec- 
clesie isse concedant. Quod 
quum dederint; tum de illis quid 
eentiant requiram, qui secundo in 
graviora peccata lapsi publica uti 
peenitentia non poterant ; ecquid eos 
censeant per privatam peenitentiam 
reconciliari potuisse? Nam si istud 


exstitisse, qui szepius, quam eorum, 
qui semel in vita deliquissent. Quod 
quibus tandem persuadere pote- 
ue E [al ad M 
p. 54. [al. 153. c. 3. a- 
cedon. p. 92. (t. 2. p. BA ce.) In 
tantum autem hominum aliquando 
iniquitas progreditur, ut etiam poet 
actam pcenitentiam, post altaris re- 
conciliationem, vel similia vel gra- 
viora committant, et tamen Deus 
facit super tales oriri solem suum : 
nec minus tribuit quam ante tri- 
buebat largissima munera vite ac 
salutis. Et quamvis eis in ecclesia 
locus humillime peenitentie non 
concedatur; Deus tamen super eos 
suse patientiz non obliviscitur. 
| eae numero si quis nobis dicat, 
ut date mihi eundem iterum pe- 
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patience toward them. But if any of these should say to ws, 
Either grant me the same place of repentance again, or else 
suffer me to go on desperately, to live as I list, to do whatever 
my riches will enable me to do and no human laws will forbid 
me, to live in whoredom and all manner of luxury, which, though 
damnable before the Lord, is even laudable in the eyes of 
many men: or, if ye recall me from this wickedness, tell me 
whether it will profit me any thing towards eternal life, if in 
this life I contemn the blandislments of enticing pleasure, 
if I bridle the excitements of lust, if for the chastisement of my 
body I deny myself many things that are lawful and allowed, 
if I torment myself more vehemently in repentance than I did 
before, if I groan more miserably and weep more abundantly, 
if I live better, if I more liberally sustain the poor, if I flame 
more ardently in charity which covers a multitude of sins: 
which of us is so foolish as to say to this man, All this will 
profit thee nothing hereafter, go and enjoy the pleasures of 
this life? God forbid we should be guilty of so monstrous and 
sacrilegious madness. Therefore though it be a cautious and 
salutary rule and provision in the ecclesiastical law, that this 
place of the humblest penance shall] not be granted above once 
in the Church, lest by making the medicine too vile and cheap, 


nitendi locum, aut desperatum me 
permittite, ut faciam quidquid libu- 
erit, quantum meis opibus adjuvor, 
et humanis legibus non prohibeor, 
in scortis omnique luxuria, damna- 
bili quidem apud Dominum, sed 
apud homines plerosque etiam lau- 
dabili: aut si me ab hac nequitia 
revocatis, dicite, utrum mibi aliquid 
prosit ad vitam futuram: si in ista 
vita illecebrosissime voluptatis blan- 
dimenta contempsero, si libidinum 
incitamenta freenavero, si ad casti- 
gandum corpus meum multa mihi 
etiam licita et concessa subtraxero, 
8i me peenitendo vehementius quam 
prius excruciavero, si miserabilius 
Ingemuero, si flevero uberius, si 
vixero melius, si pauperes sustentat 
vero largius, 8i caritate, que operit 
multitudinem peccatorum, flagrave- 
ro ardentius; quis nostrum ita de- 
Hine ut huic homini dicat, Nihil 
tibi ista proderunt in posterum ; 


vade, saltem vite hujus suavitate 
perfruere? Avertat Deus tam im- 
manem sacrilegamque dementiam. 
Quamvis ergo caute salubriterque 
rovisum sit, ut locus ilius humil- 
imz pcenitentize semel in ecclesia 
concedatur, ne medicina vilis minus 
utilis esset segrotis, que tanto ma- 
gis salubris est, quanto minus con- 
temptibilis fuerit ; quis tamen audeat 
dicere Deo, Quare huic homini, qui 
ee primam peenitentiam rursus 66 
aqueis iniquitatis obstringit, adhuc 
iterum parcis? Quis audeat dicere 
erga istos non agi, quod Apostolus 
ait, Ignorans, quia patientia Dei ad 
penitentiam te adducit ? Aut istis 
exceptis esse definitum quod scrip- 
tum est, Beats omnes, gus confidunt 
tn eum? Aut ad istos non pertinere 
uod dicitur, Viriliter agite, et con- 
ortetur cor vestrum, omnes qui spe- 
ratis in Dominum? — - 
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it should become less useful to those that are sick, being so 
much the more beneficial, by how much it is less contemptible : 
yet who dares to say to God, Why dost thou spare this man, 
who after his first penance binds himself again in the bonds of 
iniquity ? Who dares say that God deals not with them ac- 
cording to that saying of the Apostle, “‘ Knowest thou not that 
the long-suffering of God leadeth thee to repentance?” Or 
that they are excepted from that general declaration, “ Blessed 
are all they that put their trust in him?” Or that it belongs 
not to them when it is said, “ Be strong, and establish your 
heart, all ye that put your trust in the Lord ?”’ 

If St. Austin here rightly represents the practice of the Church 
in this one case, there was no use made either of public or private 
confession to men to obtain the remission of the greatest sins ; 
but men were directed to another method to seek pardon from 
God by the exercise of a private repentance. Consequently 
there could be no absolute necessity of auricular confession, 
which in this case had been most likely to have been prescribed 
in want of the other, had any such necessity been taught or 
laid upon it, as is now done by the imperious and dictating au- 
thority of the Church of Rome. 

4, The learned Mr. Daille has urged many other considera- And from 
tions of great weight, which I cannot here insist upon, but pie Soa: 
only mention the heads of them, for the sake of the unlearned siderations 
readers, or such of the learned as have not that excellent and Gaile 
elaborate work ®! of his by them. 

1. He argues ®, from the practice of all other Churches in 
the world beside the Roman, that the doctrine of the necessity 
of auricular confession is taught by no other denomination of 
Christians, not the Ethiopians, nor the Indians of St. Thomas, 
nor the Babylonians or Chaldsans, nor the Armenians, nor 
the Jacobites, nor the Greeks, in the manner of the Romans. 

2. He shows 3, that whereas the priests in the Roman Church 
are nicely instructed in the business of auricular confession, 
and teach and minister it daily to the people, as the noblest 
act of their office; there is nothing of all this to be found in 
the genuine writings of the ancient Christians. 3. Whereas 


81 De Confessione Auriculari. Ge- 62 L. 4. c. 1. (p. 288.) 
nev. 1661. ato. 83 Ibid. c 2. (p. 292.) 
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auricular confession ®* is continually mentioned by the Roman 
writers among the religious acts of all sorts of men, clergy, 
monks, laity, princes, private men, noblemen, plebeians, men, 
women, &c., there is nothing of this among the ancient Chris- 
tians. 4. In the ancient Church ® Christians were bound by 
no law, as now they are in the Roman, to confess their sins to 
@ priest before they came to the Lord's table to receive the 
eucharist. Which he demonstrates by eight reasons, and the 
testimony of Chrysostom, Pelagius, Austin, Dorotheus, the 
Council of Chalons and Hincmar. 5. In the Roman Church *% 
it is usual for every one to make his auricular confession at 
the point of death; of which there are no footsteps among the 
Ancients. 6. The Romish writers *7 are very full of auricular 
confession in describing any of the sicknesses, or calamities, or 
wars, or shipwrecks, or journeys, or other hazardous under- 
takings of their people: but there was no such practice among 
the Ancients. 7. The Ancients ®8, in describing the persecu- 
tions of the Church, or the conflicts and trials and last agonies 
of their confessors and martyrs, never mention auricular con- 
fession, which yet abounds every where in the Romish writers, 
when they make any such relations of the lives or deaths of 
their martyrs. 8. The Ancients ® had no solemn times ap- 
pointed for auricular confession, as Easter, Christmas, Lent, 
the greater festivals, and the Friday and Saturday fasts, which 
are now every where spoken of in the Romish writers as 
solemn times of confession. g. The Ancients ® say nothing of 
miracles done in or by confession, which the Romanists con- 
tinually boast of. 10. The ancient Pagans never objected 
auricular confession to the primitive Christians, as the modern 
Pagans do to those of the Roman communion. 11. The ancient 
Church 9 knew nothing of heretics opposing auricular confes- 
sion, because there was no such thing enjoined; but since it 
was appointed by the Council of Lateran, anno 1215, many 
have been condemned as heretics for opposing it. 12. The 
primitive bishops often declare that they were ignorant of the 


si Tee C. 3. te ae a4 ue 8. fp. 59 
- C. 4. . . 1d. C.g. ° . 
86 Ibid. = Ms - 736.) 91 Ibid. c. io. ae ee 
87 Ibid. c. 6. (p. 347) 82 Ibid. c. 11. (p. 387.) 
88 Ibid. c. 7. : ) % Ibid. c. 12. (p. 393.) 
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sins of their people: particularly this is said by Chrysostom and 
Austin, and by Innocent and Leo, bishops of Rome; which is an 
argument that they were not revealed to them by sacramental 
confession. 13. The first man™ that instituted any private con- 
fession was St. Anthony, who appointed his monks to write down 
their thoughts, and communicate them one to another: but this 
was nothing to sacerdotal confession; for these monks were 
only laymen. 14. The ancient writers® have none of those 
intricate questions and disputations about auricular confession, 
which so much stuff the books of the modern casuists in the 
Church of Rome. 15. The Fathers® never interpret those 
passages of Scripture, which the Romanists produce for auri- 
cular confession, in their sense, but most of them to a contrary 
meaning. 16. The Fathers% in those Books which they wrote 
professedly of repentance, never urge auricular confession as a 
necessary part of repentance. 17. The Fathers % acknow- 
ledged only three sorts of repentance; the ante-baptismal, for 
all manner of sins; the quotidian or daily repentance, for 
lesser sins of daily incursion; and the public penance of 
lapsers falling into more heinous sins: but auricular confession 
appertains to none of these. 18. Gregory Nyssen % says ex- 
pressly there were some sins, such as covetousness, which the 
Fathers before him endeavoured to cure, not by any canonical 
punishments, but only by the public exhortations of the word 
and doctrine; which will not consist with the doctrine of auri- 
cular confession. 19. Nectarius' wholly abrogated the office 
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* Ibid. c. 13. (p. 398.) subjecta; postquam hoc, inquam, 
% Ibid. c. 14. (p. 401.) observavit, continenter addit: (ex 
% Ibid. c. 15. (p. 403.) Ep. ad Letoium, c. 5. Vid. ap. CC. 
7 Ibid. c. 16. (p. 416. t. 2. p. 1788 d,e.) “AAAa mepl pev 


% Ibid. c.17. (p. 418. 
Ibid. c. 23. (p. 458.) [Argumen- 


rovrwy dia rd mrapeioOa rois marpa- 
OL nay, apxety rryoupeOa tp Snpo- 


tum octodecimum ex insigni quodam 
Gregorii Nysseni testimonio ductum. 
Is enim cum observasset peccata ava- 
ritize, quee ab Apostolo et idololairia 
et omnsum oe radiz dicatur, wa- 
popbyra ioxenra re xai annpe- 
Anra, inconsiderata et absque cura 
pretermissa esse a patribus, hoc est, 
ut optime interpretatur Balsamo, 
relicta esse dvemriunra re xai axé- 
agra, impwunita et tncastigata, nullie 
adeo poenitentise censuris pcenisque 


ci tis didacxadias Ady, ones dy 
oldy re 7) Oepamevecy, Pale riva TAn- 
Owpixd, ras mAeovextixnas appworias 
81a rov Adyou KxaGaipovres.... Locus 

almarius; qui totum confessionis 

nnocentianz mysterium illo seculo, 
id est, quarto poene precipiti, ec- 
clesiz Christians adhuc incognitum 
fuisse, plane liquidoque demonstrat. 
Grischov 


1 Ibid. c. 24. (p. 461.) 
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of the penitentiary priest; which argues that there was no 
necessity of auricular confession: but of this office we must 
speak a little more particularly hereafter. 20. His next argu- 
ment? is drawn from those passages of Chrysostom, Hilary, 
Basil, Ambrose, Maximus Taurinensis, and St. Austin, which 
have been already mentioned, asserting that remission of sins 
may be obtained of God by contrition only, without any oral 
confession. 21. The Fathers? allow salvation to be attainable 
even by those relapsers who fell again into sin after their first 
public penance, though they had no liberty either to make 
confession or receive absolution: which argument has been 
particularly explamed already. His 22nd, 23rd, and 24th 
arguments‘ are drawn from the testimonies of Cassian, and 
Julianus Pomerius or Prosper, and Laurentius Novariensis ; 
which have been related before. 25. To these he adds> two 
considerable testimonies of Bede. 26. And the concessions ® 
of Erasmus, Beatus Rhenanus, and Rigaltius, who freely own 
that the Romish auricular confession was not in use in the 
primitive Church. 27. He shows’ that there was a change 
made of the ancient discipline in the ninth age, when private 
penance enjoined by the priest began to be pretty frequent 
and common. 28. And yet this differed ® vastly in many 
particulars from the confession established afterwards in the 
Council of Lateran: for still it was believed that confession 
made to God only was sufficient to salvation. 29. In the 
following ages also, Goffridus Vindocinensis 2, Peter Lombard}, 


2 Ibid. c. 33. (p. 512.) fidiam ; quod iis universalis ecclesia 
3 Ibid. c. 34. (p. 515.) castitas commaculetur; cetera av- 
4 Ibid. cc. 35-37. (pp. 517, 528, tem peccata a Domino sine confes- 
531.) stone sanart. 

5 Ibid. c. 38. (p. 533.) 10 Distinct. 1. 4. n. 17. ap. Dall. 
6 Ibid. c. 39. (p. 536.) ibid. (p. 554.) Is enim proposita hac 
: Ibid. c. 40. (p. 538.) queestione, Utrum sufficiat peccata 

oe c. confiters soli Deo, an oporteat confi- 


42. (p. 545.) 
oo Ep. 16. ibid. c. 43. (p- 553-) 
Ex Goffrido Vindocinensi supra [p. 
534-] recitavimus, fuisse eo tempore 
(id est, undecimo desinente, vel in- 
eunte duodecimo seculo), Guiliel- 
mum quendam, virum doctum, qui 
diceret, Solummodo quatuor peccata 
confessione indigere, errorem videli- 
cet Gentilem, schisma fraternum, he- 
reticam pravitatem, et Judatcam per- 


ters sacerdoti, hec statim sores 
Quibusdam visum est, sufficere, st 
soli Deo fiat confessio sine judicto 
sacerdotali et confessione ecclesie. 
Mox istorum fundamenta ex Scn 
turis et Patribus exponit ; tum, Hts, 
it, auctorstatsbus innituntur, qus 
suficere contendunt Deo confitert pec- 
cata sine sacerdote. enim, 
quod si quis timens detegere culpam 
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and Gratian !!, say there were many who still held that con- 
fession to God alone was sufficient without confessing to the 
priest. And Gratian '2 particularly, having cited the authori- 
ties on both sides of the question, leaves it to the judgment of 
the reader to take which opinion he pleases: because each 
opinion had wise and religious men to authorize and defend it. 
Which argues that in Gratian’s time the question about the 
necessity of auricular confession was not so determined as it 
was afterwards in the Council of Lateran and the Council of 
Trent. This is also acknowledged by Aquinas, Bonaventure, 
and Antonine, who say '° that in the time of Gratian and Lom- 
bard, the question about the necessity of such confession was 
only problematical, and what might safely be disputed both 
ways, and that it was no heresy to deny it: but after the de- 
termination of the Church made under Innocent III, in the 
Lateran Council, it was to be reputed heresy for any man to 
assert that it was sufficient to confess a man’s sins to God with- 
out making confession to a priest also. 30. Thus the doctrine 
of auricular confession was established in the thirteenth cen- 
tury'4, and not before: and even after that there wanted not 
witnesses, such as Wickliffe, and Luss, and Semeca, and 
Michael of Bononia, and Petrus Oxoniensis, to bear testimony 
against its novelty, to the time of the Reformation. 

This is the short account of those thirty arguments which 
the learned Mr. Daille uses to show the novelty of the Romish 
doctrine concerning auricular confession, which the curious 
reader, who desires to see them more fully deduced and con- 
firmed, may consult in our author’s elaborate work for his fur- 
ther satisfaction. 

‘5. But in all that is said by this or any other Protestant Yet private 


writer, there is no intent to deny that private confession was serpatner ps 2 


suam apud homines, ne inde oppro- 
bla: habeatur, vel alit suo exemplo 
ad peccandum accingantur, et ideo 
ied homint et revelat Deo, conse- 


veniam, &c. 


Wt De Peenitent. distinct. 2. c. 89. 


. Dall. ibid. (p. 555.) Ait eese qui 
deunt uemlibet criminis veniam 
sine confessione ecclesiz, et sacer- 
dotali judicio posse promereri. 
BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


12 Annot. in loc. citat. (Corp. Jur. 
Canon. t. 1. p. 1717. 74.).... Cui 
harum potius tereadat sit, lec- 
toris judicio reservatur. Utraque 
enim fautores habet sapientes et re- 
ligiosos viros. 

13 Dall. ibid. (pp. 556, 557.) Sed 
ut ad rem redeam, &c. 

14 Ibid. c. 44. (p. 558.) 


K 


130 The exomologesis XVHl. 


encouraged allowed and encouraged by the Ancients in some cases, and 
ages As, Upon some special occasions. For, 
1. For less- 1, They advised all men, in case of lesser sins, to make con- 
er sins men ‘ : 
were ad- fession mutually to one another, that they might have each 
Marae other’s prayers and assistance. This is the advice of St. James 
tually to (5, 16.) “ Confess your faults one to another, and pray one for 
ots ee another, that ye may be healed. The effectual fervent prayer 
have coe of a righteous man availeth much.” Which though it be a 
veastance, place commonly produced by the Romanists for their auricular 
confession to a priest, yet it was anciently thought no more 
than a direction to Christians in general to confess their sins 
mutually to one another. Thus, it is certain, St. Austin under- 
stood it; for writing upon those words of our Saviour in St. 
John's, [13, 14.] “If I your Lord and Master have washed 
your feet, ye ought also to wash one another’s feet,” he thus 
expounds them and the words of St. James together: ‘Can we 
say, that one brother may cleanse another from the contagion 
of sin? Yes, we are taught to do it by the mystical meaning 
of this work of our Lord, that we should confess our sins one 
to another, and pray one for another, as Christ intercedes for 
us. Let us hear St. James the Apostle, evidently commanding 
this very thing, and saying, “Confess your faults one to an- 
other, and pray one for another,” because in this our Lord hath 
set us an example. For, if he, who neither has, nor ever had, 
nor ever will have any sin, prays for our sins, how much ra- 
ther ought we to pray for the sins of one another! And, if he 
forgive us, who has nothing to be forgiven by us, how much 
more ought we to forgive one another, who cannot live here 
without sin! Let us therefore forgive one another, and pray 
15 Tractat. 58. in Ioan. t. o- p. etad hoc Dominus nobis dedit ex- 
164. (t. 2. part. 2. p. 662 b, | emplum. Si enim ille, qui ullum 
Numquid dicere possumus, quod peccatum nec habet nec _habuit 
etiam frater fratrem a delicti poterit nec habebit, orat pro peccatis nos- 
contagione mundare? Immo vero tris, quanto magis nos invicem pro 
id etiam nos esse admonitos in hu- _peccatis nostris orare debemus? Et 
jus Dominici operis altitudine no- i dimittit nobis ille, cui non habe- 
verimus, ut confessi invicem delicta mus quod dimittamus, quanto magis 
nostra oremus pro nobis, sicut et dimittere nobis debemus invicem, 
Christus interpellat pro nobis. Au- qui sine peccato hic vivere non va- 
diamus Apostolum Jacobum, hoc lemus. ... Invicem itaque nobis de- 
ipsum evidentissime precipientem licta donemus, et pro nostris delictis 


et dicentem, Confitemini invicem de- invicem oremus, atque ita quodam 
licta vestra et orate pro vobis: quia modo pedes nostros lavemus. 


‘ 
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for each other’s sins, that so we may in some measure wash 
one another’s feet.’ In like manner Eradius'6, or St. Austin 
himself in another place '7 says, ‘ We are admonished through- 
out the whole Scripture to confess our sins continually and 
humbly, not only to God, but to holy men and those that fear 
God. For so the Holy Ghost teaches us by James the Apostle, 
saying, “ Confess your faults one to another, and pray one for 
another, that ye may be healed.” 

Hinemar, a learned French bishop of the ninth age, gives 
the same interpretation : ‘ Our light and daily sins,’ says he!8, 
‘according to the exhortation of St. James, are daily to be 
confessed to those that are our equals: and such sins we may 
believe will be cleansed by their daily prayers, and our own 
acts of piety, if with a charitable mind we truly say in the 
Lord’s Prayer, “ Forgive us our trespasses, as we forgive them 
that trespass against us.”’ And Maldonat!9 says, this was the 


\6 [Or Eraclius. See b. 2. ch. 7. 
8. 5. Vv. 1. p. 109. n. 26. Ep.] 

7 Hom. 12. ex. 50. t. 10. p. 161. 
(al. Serm. 253. append.] (t. 5. p. 
41s b.) In omnibus Scripturis di- 
vinis ... utiliter ac salubriter admo- 
nemur, ut peccata nostra debeamus 
Jugiter et humiliter non solum Deo, 
sed etiam sanctis et Deum timenti- 
bus, confiteri. Sic enim per Jaco- 
bum Apostolum nos admonet Spiri- 
tus Sanctus, dicens, Confitemins al- 
terutrum peccata vestra, et orate pro 
tavicem, ut salvemint. 

18 Ep. 40. ad Hildebold. (t. 2. p. 
688.) Quotidiana autem leviaque 
ann secundum Jacobi Apostoli 

ortamentun, alterutrum cozquali- 
bus confitenda sunt. Qu quotidi- 
ana eorum oratione cum quotidianis 
piis actibus credenda sunt mundari, 
si cum benignitate mentis in oratio- 
pe Dominica veraciter dicitur, Di- 
mitte nobis debita nostra, sicut et nos 
remittimus debitoribus nostris. 

1Y De Confess. c. 2. (t. 2. p. 36.) 
Iilad vero quod ait Jacobus, c. 10. 
Confitemins alterutrum peccata ves- 
tra, non videtur de confessione sa- 
cramentali intelligendum esse, nec 
esse necessarium. Primum, quia, 
cum dicit alterufrum, indicat se lo- 
qui de ea confessione, que sit inter 


omnes Christianos, etiam laicos, ad 
petendum alterius consilium et ora- 
tiones. Deinde, quod addit, idem 
significat, Orate pro tnvicem. Nam 
de iisdem loquitur, cum ait, Confite- 
mint alterutrum, et cum ait, Orate 
pro invicem. Cum autem dicit, O- 
rate pro invicem, non loquitur de 
solis sacerdotibus, sed de omnibus; 
ergo et cum dicit, Confitemini alter- 
utrum. Preterea Greece est dws 
la@jre, id est, ut curemini et a 
morbo liberemini. Ex quo verbo 
intelligitur, non esse sermonem de 
ea confessione, que fit sacerdotibus 
ad obtinendam remissionem pecca- 
torum, sed ea, que fit omnibus 
Christianis ad obtinendas preces. 
Idem colligitur ex eo, quod sequitur, 
Multum valet oratio susti assidua : 
ubi non tantum loquitur de justo 
sacerdote, sed de quolibet justo, ut 
declarat exemplum illud; Elas 
homo erat similis nobis, passibilis ; 
oratione oravit, ut non plueret, &c. 
Ad hunc modum omnes fere vete- 
res intellexerunt eum locum: He- 
sychius, 1. 1. in Levit. c. 4.; D. 
Augustinus, Hom. 12. ex s50.; D. 
Gregorius, lib. 22. Moral. c. 14.; 
Beda, Commentario in eundem lo- 
cum et in 1 loan. c. 5.; et Auctor 
Gloss Jnterlinearis. 
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sense of all the Ancients, alleging not only St. Austin, but 
Hesychius, and Gregory the Great, and Bede, and the author 
of the Interlineary Gloss: to which others?° add Scotus, and 
Biel, and Dionysius Carthusianus, and Cajetan, and Gagnzus, 
and Godellus, a late bishop in the French Church. Bellar- 
min, however, fixes upon this passage of St. James as a plain 
proof of auricular confession to a priest, which, in the case 
mentioned, according to the opinion of so many Ancients and 
Moderns, directs to no other confession but what may be made 
to any pious Christian. 

6. In case of private injuries done to any private person, 
there was no question ever made, but that the offending party 
might make a private confession of his fault to the offended 
party and give him private satisfaction. For so Christ had 
appointed : (Matth. 5, 23.) “If thou bring thy gift to the altar, 
and there rememberest that thy brother hath aught against 
thee ; leave there thy gift before the altar, and go thy way ; 
first be reconciled to thy brother, and then come and offer thy 
gift.” Upon which St. Austin?! says, ‘A man may with an 
unfeigned heart endeavour to pacify and appease him by ask- 
ing him pardon, if he does this before God. Nay, it is his only 
remedy in this case to ask pardon; which whoever does not, 
he is puffed up with the spirit of vain-glory.’ 

7. When men were under any perplexities of mind, or trou- 
ear Abeta bles of conscience from the pressure and load of sin; that was 
troubles of another case, in which they were always directed to have re- 
hae eee > course to some wise and prudent pastor, to take his counsel 
eee and advice, and his assistance, and his prayers, as a sort of 

fn. mediator and intercessor under Christ for them. The Romish 
minister: to writers are apt to allege many passages out of the Ancients, 
have his which upon examination and strict inquiry amount to no more 
creer than this. Thus Clemens Romanus22, or the author under his 


3. When 


fession to a 


20 Vid. Dallzeum, de Confess. Au- 
ricular. 1. 1. c. 12. (pp. 72, 73.) — 
[Biel is there cited by his Christian 
name Gabriel: (p. 72.) Scotum in 
his, ut fere in aliis, Gabriel sequitur, 
&c. Ep.] 

21 De Serm. Dom. in Mont. 1.1. 
c. 10. (t. 3. part. 2. p. 176 e, f.) Po- 
teris eum (scil. fratrem] non stimu- 
lato animo lenire, atque in gratiam 


revocare, veniam postulando, si hoc 
prius coram Deo feceris.... Quod 
est unum remedium, supplici animo 
veniam deprecetur: quod quisquis 
non fecerit, inanis jactantiz spiritu 
inflatur. [Nisi quisquis inanis jac- 
tantie spiritu non inflatur. Ed. 
Bened. | 

22 Ep. 1. ad Jacob. n. 11. (Cotel. 
Vv. 1. p.613.) Quod si forte alicujus 
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name, bids every one, ‘into whose heart either envy, or infi- 
delity, or any such crime, has slily crept, not be ashamed, if 
he has any care of his soul, to confess his sin to the bishop or 
minister presiding over him; that by the word of God and his 
saving counsel he may be healed.’ And so Maldonat?> owns 
this has no relation to sacramental confession. The same ad- 
vice is given by Origen?*, Gregory Nyssen?>, and St. Basil26, 
upon the like occasion, ‘to confess their sins to the priest, who 
by his compassion and skilfulness was able to help their infir- 
mities, and at once take care both of their credit and cure.’ 

8. Origen gives another reason for confessing private sins to 4. To take 
the priest, because lie was best able to judge whether it were reaped 
proper for such sins to admit men to do public penance in the ther it was 
church, which in those days was no unusual practice. ‘ Con- at rublie 
sider,’ says he’, ‘what the Holy Scripture teaches us, that amen 

fences. 


cor vel livor, vel infidelitas, vel ali- 
quod malum .... latenter irrepserit ; 
non erubescat, qui anime suz cu- 
ram gerit, confiteri hec huic, qui 
preest, ut ab ipso per verbum Dei 
et consilium salubre curetur. 

2% De Confess. c. 2. (t. 2. p. 40. 
Unus [nempe confessionis atic) 
erat, ut peccatores peterent consi- 
lium a confessario. Hoc est, quod 
scribit Clemens Epist.1. D. Petrum 
docuisse, ut peccatores exponerent 
sacerdoti suas cogitationes malas, ut 
ab illo acciperent remedium ; et 
quod Dionysius Areopagita indicat 
in epistola ad Demophilum, repre- 
hendens Demophilum, quia calce 
abjecerat peccatorem accedentem ad 
presbyterum, ut ab illo peteret re- 
medium peccatorum. 

2% See n. 27, following. 

23 De Peenitent. (t. 2. p.176 b.) 
.... Aet~oy avta avepvOpiaorws ta 
Kexpuppeva, yupvevoy ra THs Wuxns 


ral . Brev. Respons. 229. 
(t. 2. part. 2. p. 7o1 c.) ‘H ¢ayé- 
pevots Tey auapTnparawy Tovroy exet 
toy Adyoy, by dye 7 emideckis Tov 
Geoparikay Taday’ ws ovy ta maOn 
Tou ow@paros Ov maow amoxaduTrou- 
ow of GvOpwro otre Trois Tuxovow 
aA rois éureipas THs ToUT@Y epa- 

‘welas’ ourw Kat 9 e€aydpevots Tov 


Guaprnparay yiverOas oeine: eri 


trav Suvapevwoy Oeparrevey, xara rd 
yeypappevov’ “Ypeis of Suvarol ra 
aoOeyvnpata trav advydroy Baota- 
(ere, rouréotiv, aipere d:a THs eripe- 
elas. 

27 Hom. 2. in Ps. 37. in. 6.] t.1. 
p. 471. (t. 2. p. 688 f.) Vide ergo 
quid edocet nos Scriptura divina, 
quia oportet catum non celare 
intrinsecus. Fortassis enim, sicut 
li, qui habent intus inclusam escam 
indigestam, aut humoris vel phleg- 
matis stomacho graviter et moleste 
immanentis abundantiam, si vomu- 
erint, relevantur; ita etiam hi, qui 
peccaverunt, siquidem occultant, et 
retinent intra se peccatum, intrinse- 
cus urgentur, et propemodum suf- 
focantur a phlegmate, vel humore 
peccati. Si autem ipse sui accusator 
fiat, dum accusat semet ipsum et 
confitetur, simul evomit et delictum, 
atque omnem morbi digerit causam. 
Tantummodo circumspice diligen- 
tius, cui debeas confiteri peccatum 
tuum. Proba prius medicum, cui 
debeas causam languoris exponere, 
qui sciat infirmari cum infirmante, 

ere cum flente; qui condolendi et 
compatiendi noverit disciplinam: ut 
ita demum, si quid ille vixerit, qui 
se prius et eruditum medicum os- 
tenderit et misericordem, si quid 
consilii dederit, facias et sequaris. 
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we ought not to conceal our sin within our own breast. For 
perhaps as they, who are inwardly oppressed with the humour 
or phlegm of indigested meat, which lies heavy upon the sto- 
mach, if they vomit it up, are relieved; so they, who have 
sinned, if they hide and conceal their sin within themselves, 
are inwardly oppressed, and almost suffocated with the phlegm 
and humour of sin: but if any one become his own accuser, 
and confess his sin, in so doing he as it were vomits up his sin, 
and digests and removes the cause of his distemper. Only be 
circumspect in the choice of him, to whom it will be fit to con- 
fess thy sin. Try first the physician, to whom thou art to re- 
veal the cause of thy distemper, and see that he be one, who 
knows how to be weak with him that is weak, and to weep 
with him that weeps; one who understands the discipline of 
condoling and compassionating ; that so at length, if he shall 
say any thing, who hath first shown himself to be both a skilful 
and a merciful physician, and give thee any counsel, thou may- 
est observe and follow it. If he discerns and foresees thy dis- 
temper to be such as will need to be declared and cured in the 
full assembly of the Church, whereby others perhaps may be 
edified, and thou thyself healed, this is to be done with great 
deliberation, and the prudent advice of such a physician.’ 

It is very plain, that in this case this sort of private confes- 
sion was made in order to take the minister’s advice concerning 
doing public penance for any private sin; and that men had 
recourse to him in private, as to one who was best able to 
judge whether their sin were of such a nature as would require 
a public humiliation and repentance. For this, as I said before, 
was no unusual thing in those days, for men sometimes to de- 
sire to do public penance for private offences; yea, even for 
the very intention and design of some grosser sins, though 
they never proceeded so far as the outward action. Cyprian?® 


Si intellexerit et przeviderit, talem 
esse languorem tuum, qui in con- 
ventu totius ecclesiz exponi debeat 
et curari, ex quo fortassis et ceteri 
zedificari poterunt, et tu ipse facile 
ganari, multa hoc deliberatione et 
satis perito medici illius consilio 
procurandum est. 

28 De Lapsis. p. 134. (p. 95.) De- 
nique quanto et fide majores et ti- 
more meliores sunt, qui quamvis 


nullo sacrificii aut libelli facinore 
constricti, quoniam tamen de hoc 
vel cogitaverunt, hoc ipsum apud 
sacerdotes Dei dolenter et simplici- 
ter confitentes, exomologesin con- 
scientiz faciunt, animi sui pondus 
exponunt, salutarem medelam par- 
vis licet et modicis vulneribus ex- 
uirunt ; scientes scriptum esse, 
eus non deridetur. 
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speaks of some such offenders, who ‘ reckoned themselves guilty 
of idolatry, not because they had either actually sacrificed to 
idols, or procured any libel to signify their so doing, but only 
because they had designed in their hearts to do it: who there- 
fore confessed their wicked intention to the priests, in order to 
do public penance for it, though it was but a small sin in com- 
parison, as knowing that it was written, “God is not mocked.” 
These private sins after secret confession were sometimes pub- 
licly declared and read out of a libel in the congregation : but 
all bishops did not approve of this practice: and therefore 
when Pope Leo understood that several bishops in the pro- 
vinces of Campania, Samnium, and Picenum, took this method, 
he wrote a sharp letter? to them, complaining of it as ‘ an un- 
lawful usurpation and irregular practice, to put those who 
made secret confession to the priests, upon a public rehearsal 
of their crimes afterwards in the face of the congregation : 
which custom ought by all means to be abrogated and laid 
aside. For though it may seem a very laudable plenitude of 
faith, that, for the fear of God, makes men not afraid to take 
shame before men; yet because all men’s sins, which come 
under penance, are not such as they are not afraid to have 
made public, this unreasonable custom ought to be altered, lest 


29 Ep. 80. al. 78. (CC. t. 3. p. 
1313 3e.) Iam etiam contra apo- 
cam regulam presumptionem, 
quam nuper agnovi a quibusdam 
cita usurpatione committi, modis 
omnibus constituo submoveri, ne 
de singulorum peccatorum genere 
libellis scripta professio publice re- 
citetur, cum reatus conscientiarum 
sufficiat solis sacerdotibus indicari 
confessione secreta, &c.—Conf. Ba- 
sil. Can. 61. [ Oper. Basil. Ep. 217. 
Canonic. Tert.] (CC. t. 2. p. 1749 ¢.) 
‘O xAdwWas, ei pev a’ €avrov perape- 
AnOeis Kariryopnoe: éavrou, évauToy 
kodvOnoerat pedvoy ths Kowvwvias Tay 
ayvacparwv.—C. 63. (ibid. d.) ‘O é» 
dAdyots Thy € éavrov doéBeay éLavayo- 
pevoy, rov auroy Adyoy é£opodoyov- 
s mapadvAarrerat.— Paulin. de 

rit. Ambros. p. 10. (t. 2. prefix. 
eth ark 10 f. n. 39.) Quotiescun- 
qu uis ob percipiendam pe- 

aitenta psus suos confessus es- 


set, ita flebat, ut et illum flere com- 

elleret; videbatur enim sibi cum 
Jacente jacere. Causas autem cri- 
minum, uz illi confitebatur, nulli 
nis) Domino soli, apud quem inter- 
cedebat, loquebatur: bonum relin- 
quens exemplum posteris sacerdoti- 
bus, ut intercessores apud Deum 
magis sint, quam accusatores apud 
homines, &e. —Ambros. de Peni- 
tent. 1. 1.c. 16. (ibid. p. 414a.n. go.) 
Si quis igitur, occulta crimina ha- 
bens, propter Christum tamen stu- 
diose peenitentiam egerit, quomodo 
ista recipit, si ei communio non re- 
funditur ? &c.— Gennad. de Dog- 
mat. Eccles. c. 53. [Ed. Bened. c. 
23-] (int. re Augustin. t. 8. ap- 
pend. p. 78 d.)....Quem mortalia 
crimina post baptismum Ee 
premunt, hortor prius publica 
nitentia satisfacere, et ita sacer tis 
judicio reconciliatum communioni 
sociari, &c. 
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many should be driven from the remedy of repentance, whilst 
either they are ashamed or afraid to have their actions laid 
open before their enemies, who perhaps might take occasion 
from thence to bring them into danger of the civil laws, and 
the penalties imposed by them upon such offences.’ Which last 
words of Leo suggest a further reason why the Ancients in 
some cases allowed of private confession, even when penance 
itself in its exercise was to be public. 
9. For we may observe, that when there was any apparent 
danger to men’s lives or otherwise, arising from the penalties 
of the civil laws, inflicting capital punishments on certain of- 
hiciawe of fences ; in that case the Church was content to take a private 
the State _ confession of sinners, and excuse them from a dangerous publi- 
cation. It is of this case St. Austin speaks, when®° he says, 
‘We ought to correct secret sins in secret, lest if we publicly 
reprove them, we betray the man. We would reprove and cor- 
rect him: but what if an enemy lies upon the catch, to hear 
something for which he may punish him? A bishop, (put the 
case,) perhaps knows a man to be a murderer, and besides 
himself no one else knows it: I would publicly rebuke the 
man, but then you would seek to take the Jaw upon him. Jn 
this case I neither betray the man nor neglect him: I reprove 
him in secret ; I set before his eyes the judgment of God; I 
terrify his bloody conscience, and persuade him to repentance.’ 
It happened also that sometimes persons confessed such secret 
sins, as though they would not endanger their lives by a re- 
gular course of law, yet might provoke an injured party, if he 
knew them, in a sudden fit of zeal and passion to destroy them. 
In this case it was thought more proper to let the confession 
and penance be both in private, lest any such inconvenience 
might follow upon the publication. St. Basil3! instances in the 
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5. When 
there was 
any danger 
of death 


80 Serm. 16. de Verb. Dom. [al. 
Serm. 82.] c. 8. (t. 5. p. 444 €.) 
In secreto debemus corripere, in se- 
creto arguere: ne volentes publice 
arguere, prodamus hominem. Nos 
volumus corripere et corrigere : 
quid si inimicus quent audire quod 

uniat? Novit enim nescio quem 
omicidam episcopus, et alius illum 
nemo novit. Ego volo publice cor- 
ripere, at tu queris inscribere. 


Prorsus nec prodo, nec negligo: 
corripio In secretO; pono ante ocu- 
los Dei judicium ; terreo cruentam 
conscientiam ; persuadeo peeniten- 
tiam. 

31 C. 34. [Oper. Basil. Ep. 199. 
Canonic. Secund.] (CC. t. 2. p. 
1741 a.) Tas potyevOeioas yuvaixas, 
kat e€ayopevovcas & evAdBeay, 
omwaouv édeyxopuevas, Snpocrevey 
pév éx@Avoay fal. ovK éxédevcay] of 
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case of a woman, that confesses herself guilty of adultery : the 
law allowed not the husband to kill her, except he took her in 
the very act: but it might happen, that in his zeal and fury he 
might be tempted even against law to kill her, if by any means 
he came to understand that she had been guilty of such a 
transgression: therefore to avoid the occasion of any such 
temptation, it was ordered, ‘that no minister should &npoo- 
eve, publish the crime of women under penance for adultery 
upon their own confession, lest it should occasion their death ;’ 
that 1s, expose them to the fury of their husbands, who might 
be inclined, in the height of passion, to exceed all bounds and 
do what by law they could not answer. 

10. I remember but one case more, in which any thing like 6. Private 
private confession was required ; and that was, when any man raked ta 
was rebuked for a crime by his spiritual guide, of which he case of pri- 
was either notoriously guilty, or violently suspected: in that Mea 
case it was his duty to give glory to God, and take shame to offences. 
himself, by an ingenuous confession and acknowledgment of 
his fault, to answer the true end of private admonition. It is 
of this sort of confession St. Ambrose speaks in the person of 
David, when he says, ‘that being rebuked by a private man 
for his great offence, he did not fret and fume with indignation, 
but ingenuously confessed his fault and mourned with sorrow 
for it.’ 

11. All these sorts of private confession were anciently The office 
allowed of, as consistent with the standing and ordinary dis- of the pent 
cipline of public confession and penance in the Church. And priest set 
the better to regulate them, and direct men what to do in Ghurchests 
such cases, there was a particular officer appointed in many receive and 

‘ ‘ : regulate 
Churches under the name of the penitentiary priest: whose such pri- 
office was not to receive private confessions in prejudice to the een 
public discipline ; much less to grant absolution privately upon 
bare confession before any penance was performed ; which was 
a practice altogether unknown to the ancient Church, as we 
shall see more hereafter*®®. But it was to facilitate and promote 
‘warépes pov, wa py Oavdrov airiay homine corriperetur, quod graviter 
wapacxwpev €eyxGeicats.—See be- deliquisset, non indignatus infre- 
fore, 6. 16. ch. 3. 8. 2. v. 6. p. 126. ae sed confessus ingemuit culpe 
o1ore. 


n. 4. 
_ 42 De Apolog. David. c. 2. (t. 1. 33 See b. 19. ch. 2. 8. 1. p. 188, 
0.677. c. n.5.)....Cum a privato following. 


188 


The exomologesis XVIIL.i 


the exercise of public discipline, by acquainting men what sins 
the laws of the Church required to be expiated by public 
penance, and how they were to behave themselves in the per- 
formance of it; and only to appoint private penance for such 
private crimes as were not proper to be brought upon the 
public stage, either for fear of doing harm to the penitent 


This office 
miakbdry 
a 


were en- 


himself, or giving scandal to the Church. 

12. The whole history of the first original and institution of 
this office in the time of the Decian persecution, and the abro- 
and men gation of it by Nectarius, bishop of Constantinople, in the time 


tirely le left of Theodosius, is entirely owing to the relation of Socrates and 
Sozomen, two historians, who lived in the same age that the 


iiberty | to 
what con office was abolished ; and therefore it will be proper to relate 
cerned Pri” it in their words first, and then make a few remarks upon it. 


feecion. 


Socrates38, speaking of the reign of Theodosius, says, 
‘ About this time it was thought proper to remove the peniten- 


5 L.5. c. 19. (v. I. p. 285. 38.) voias d&tov" n o¢ yr) _mpoBaivovea 
‘Ymd d€ Tov avroy xpdvov zhote xatrovs Kai do wraigpa faurns x rate 
éni Ts peravoias tepredety m™peaBu- éheye yap; @s €in ovyxabe 
Tépous Tay éxxAnoway, 80 airtay rot- abry THs éxeAnoias 8idxovos. Tooro 


aurny. "Ad’ ov Navartavot THs éxndy- 
oias Gcexpidnaay, Tols €mratkoow év 
T@ emi Aexiou Srwypa Kowornoat py 
Gehnoavres, ol ériaxotros T éxxAnot- 
aoTik@ Kavove Tov mperButepoy Tov 
éri ris peravotas mpocebecay, Grws 
dy of pera TO Barricpa mraicavres 
emi rou mpoBAnOevros Tourou mpeaBu- 
Tépov eLopohoyavrat Ta dpuaptnpara, 
Outros 6 Ravay kparet HeEXpt yur ev 
Tais GAXats aipecect’ povot de of rov 
dpoovaiou ppovnparos, Kat oi rovrots 
Kara THY wiry podpoves Navartavol, 
Tov emt Ts peravoias mpeaBurepov 
Tapytygavro" Navartavoi prey yap 
ovde THY apxny Thy mpoo Onxny TavTny 
€8e£avro. Oi 8€ viv tay éxxAnooy 
KpaTouvTes, €ws moAhov puidafavres, 
€mi Nexrapiov Tow émaoxdrrou perebe- 
Gay, TotovTou Tivos émi THY éexKAnoiav 
ovpBavros. Tun Tis TOY evyevav 
mpoan)Oev TO emi THs peTavolas TpET- 
Burepe, kat Kara HEpos eLopohoyeira 
ras dpaprias, as emeTpaxet pera TO 
Barricpa’ 6 bé mpeaButepos mapiyy- 
yeire TH yvaini, yyorevey Kai ouve- 
xaos ifuxerOar, it iva ou TH Spodoyia 
kat €oyoy ri Sexvuew yn Ths peta- 


ex Bev Tov pév Ordxovoy THs éxxAnoias 
éxrreceiv  TapeqKevace Tapaxy de Ka- 
TETXE Ta mAnOn myavderouy ou 
pévoy eri To yevopere, GAN’ ore kal 
TH éxednoiq Pracdnpiav 7 mpagis 
Kat vBpty mpougevnaev. Atacvpopévay 
O€ éx ToUToU Tay iepwpévey avdpar, 
Evdaipov Tis THS éxeAngias mpeoBu- 
TEpos, "AreEavdpevs Td yévos, yvouny 
TO emeondre@ Bidwor Nexrapig, Wept~ 
eXciv prev Tov emi THs peravoias mpec- 
Burepov, ovyxwpnoat be € €xacToy Tp 
idiq ouverdort TOY puornpioy He- 
Texel’ oure yap povov Exe Thy Ex- 
KAngiay | TO dBraognynrov. Tavra 
mapa Tov Evdaipovos dxovoas eye, T7 
ypadij THde trapadovvat €Bappnoa. is 
‘Eyo be mpos TOY Evdaipova Tporepoy 
epny, ‘H cup Bovdy gov, o mpecBv- 
Tepe, et ouvnveyxey 7 eéxednaig, f hel 
pn, Beds dv eidein’ 6p 8€ Ore mpe- 
act mapea xe TOU My) édeyxew ad- 
Anrov Ta ayaprjpata, py 8€ cvAar- 
Tew Td Tov AroardAou mapayyeApa, 
TO Aeyov, Mnde cvyxoweveire Tos 
Epyots rots Gxdpro.s Tov oxoérous, 


paddov 8€ cal eAEYXETE. 
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tary presbyters, rovs én ris petavoias mpeaBurépovs, out of 
the churches on this occasion. From the time that the Nova- 
tians made their separation from the Church, refusing to com- 
municate with those that lapsed in the Decian persecution, the 
bishops added to the ecclesiastical roll, rp éxxAnovagtix@ Ka- 
vovt, @ penitential presbyter ; that they who fell into any sins 
after baptism might make confession of them before the pres- 
byter thereto appointed. And this order continues still among 
other sects; only they who receive the consubstantial doctrine, 
and the Novatians who agree with them in the same faith, are 
equally now agreed to reject tle penitential presbyter. The 
Novatians, indeed, never admitted this additional office from 
the beginning; and the present governors of the Churches, 
though they allowed it for a long time, yet now under Nec- 
tarius laid it aside, upon a certain accident that happened in 
the Church. For a certain gentlewoman coming to the peni- 
tentiary presbyter, made particular confession of her sins that 
she had committed after baptism; and the presbyter enjoined 
her to fast and pray continually, that together with her con- 
fession she might show forth works worthy of repentance. But 
the woman, proceeding in the course of her penance, accused ~ 
herself of another sin: for she confessed that one of the deacons 
of the Church had defiled her. Which occasioned the deacon 
to be cast out of the Church; and there was no small stir 
among the people, who were incensed, not barely for the fact, 
but because it brought great scandal and reproach upon the 
Church. And the clergy being chiefly reviled upon this occa- 
sion, one Eudzemon, a presbyter of the Church, born at Alex- 
andria, gave counsel to Nectarius to take away the penitentiary 
presbyter, and leave it to every man’s liberty to partake of the 
holy mysteries according to the direction of his own conscience: 
for this was the only way to free the Church from reproach.’ 
‘This,’ he says, ‘he the more confidently inserted into his 
history, because he had it from the mouth of Eudsemon lim- 
self; though he told Eudzmon, he doubted whether his counsel 
was for the advantage of the Church, since it would occasion 
the neglect of mutual reproof, and the transgression of that 
rule of the Apostle, “‘ Have no fellowship with the unfruitful 
works of darkness, but rather reprove them.”’ 
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Sozomen*4, in relating the same story, observes, ‘that the 
chief offices of this penitentiary presbyter were, partly to direct 
such as had need of public penance, how to go about it and 
perform it, and partly to impose private exercises of repent- 
ance upon those that needed not to undergo the public: and 
therefore that he was to be both a prudent man, to direct the 
one, and éxéuvdov, a man that could keep secrets without dis- 
closing them, for the sake of the other.’ He observes further, 
‘that when Nectarius had abolished this office at Constantinople, 
his example was followed by almost all the bishops of the East ; 
but that it continued in use in the Western Churches, and 
chiefly at Rome, to prepare men for the public penance of the 
Church, which he there takes occasion to describe in the whole 
course and process of it.’ 

Now from hence it is obvious to observe, first, that this 
office was not set up to encourage auricular confession in pre- 
Judice to the public discipline, but chiefly to promote the exer- 
cise of public penance in the Church. Secondly, that it was 
not of divine, but only ecclesiastical institution. And therefore, 
thirdly, as it was instituted by the wisdom of the Church for 
good ends; so, when those ends could not be served and per- 
haps better might, it was at the Church’s liberty, by the same 
wisdom, to abolish it and put it down again, as Nectarius did 
in the East. Fourthly, that the abolishing of it did not neces- 
sarily imply the abolishing of public discipline; which still 
continued in force in the Eastern Church, notwithstanding the 
abrogation of this office; though, perhaps, something weakened 
in respect to private offenders; partly because they were not 
so much inclined to confess; and partly because the business 
of discipline now devolving wholly upon the bishops, as it was 
before, they had not leisure to attend to it. Fifthly, it is very 
plain from hence that there was no necessity laid upon men to 
confess all their secret mortal sins before they came to the 
communion; but it was enough, as Valesius?> ingenuously con- 


34 L. 7. c. 16. (ibid. p. 299. 30.) 6 8€, mpds rHy éxdorou apapriay, 5, Tt 
LpeoBurepov S€ trav apcora moXtrev- XP) Towjoas i éxrioas émeripsov Geis, 
opevev, €xeuvOdy re cat Eudpova, emi ameAve, Tapa chav atray thy sixyy 
Touro tetdyacw' @ 817 mpootdytes of eiompakapevous. 
fpaprykéres, Ta BeBtapeva opoddyouv" 49 In Sozom. 1.6. c. 28. (ibid. p. 
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fesses, ‘for men to search their own consciences, whereby they 
thought they satisfied that precept of the Apostle, [1 Cor. 11, 
28.] “ Let a man examine himself, and so let him eat of that 
bread, and drink of that cup.”’ 

And so we have taken a full view of confession, both public 
and private, so far as it was in use and practice in the ancient 
Church, beyond which it is none of my province to extend the 
inquiry, and search after the deviations and corruptions of 
modern ages, which the reader may find in any of our polemi- 
cal writers against the Church of Rome, or discern them by 
the account that has here been given, reducing every thing to 
the primitive standard. 


CHAP. IV. 


Of the great rigour, strictness, and severity of the discipline 
and penance of the ancient Church. 


1. Taerex remains now but one thing more to be considered Public 
in the exercise of the ancient public penance, and that is the brdinarily 
great strictness, rigour, and severity of it, expressed against all allowed bu 
sins that fell under public discipline, and more especially those oo of sin 
that were of a more heinous and malignant nature. One in- ners. 
stance of the severity of their penitential rules was, that they 
ordinarily admitted men but once to the privilege of public pe- 
nance, and allowed no second penance to be performed in the 
Church by any sort of relapsers. I have already hinted this 
in the last chapter 56, and shall here give more evident proof of 
it, so far as concerns the general practice of the Church in the 
four first ages; showing withal what exceptions it admitted of, 
by the power that was lodged in every bishop’s hands to mo- 
derate the exercise of discipline, as occasion might require, ac- 
cording to his own judgment and discretion. We do not indeed 
find any general rule or canon for this peremptory denial of a 
second penance to relapsers; but if we consider the practice of 
the Church, we shall find it almost universal. 


257. n. 3.).. Notandusest hic locus; esset, peccata sua prius confiteri 
ex quo concludi videtur, eos, qui ad sacerdoti; sed quia satisfacere se 
sacrorum mysteriorum participatio- existimabant preecepto Apostoli di- 
nem olim accedebant, absque preevia_ centis, Probet autem se ipsum homo, 
peccatorum confessione id facere etc. 

solitos esse. Non quod non tutius 8.3. p.4rar. 
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Hermes Pastor, who wrote in the beginning of the second 
century, plainly asserts this*®, ‘that the servants of God al- 
lowed but of once doing penance.’ And therefore he advises 
the husband, who has an adulterous wife, ‘to receive her once 
upon her repentance, but not oftener.’ Clemens Alexandrinus 27 
treads in the same steps, allowing but one repentance after 
baptism, and citing the authority of Hermes Pastor for it. Ter- 
tullian, whilst he was a Catholic, allowed with the Catholics one 
penance after baptism, which he calls the second, making the 
repentance of baptism to be the first, and this the last. ‘ God,’ 
says he¥7, ‘has placed in the porch, (or entrance to the church,) 
a second repentance, which opens to those that knock; but now 
only once, because now a second time; never more, because the 
last was vain and to no purpose.’ Then describing the whole 
course of this public penance, he says again®$, ‘ It is a second 
penance, and but one; which requires so much the more la- 
borious exercise and trial, because it is a thing allowed us in 
our greatest exigency and distress.’ In like manner Origen?9, 
speaking of the difference between greater and lesser sins, says 
‘the former had no place of repentance allowed them but only 
once, or very seldom; whereas those common sins we fall into 
almost every day, always admit of repentance, and are re- 
deemed immediately without intermission.’ There are several 
canons in the Council of Eliberis to the same purpose, that re- 
lapsers should not be admitted to communion by the benefit of 
a second repentance. One canon *° says, ‘ that if any men commit 


Strictness and severity 


$6 L. 2. Mandat. 4. n. 1. (Cotel. 


v.1. p.89.).... Debet recipere pec- 
catricem, quee peenitentiam egit, sed 
non sepe. Servis enim Dei peni- 
tentiam una est. 

87 Stromat. 2. c. 13. (p. 459. 
3.) Tov odv cidnddra thy ddeow 
TOY auapTi@v, ovK ert apapravey 
xen’ én ydp rH mpaty Kai pdvy 
petavoia Tay apaptiay, ait ay ein 
Tay Tpoumaptavtwy xara Tov eOvexov 
cat mparoyv Biov, rov év ayvoig héyw* 
avrixa Trois xAnOetot mpdxecrat pera- 
vowa, 1 KaGaipovoa toy Térov THs Wu- 
xns and roy mAnppeAnudtoy, wa 7 
wiotts OepedcwOn. 

87 De Peenitent. c. 7. (p. 126 b.) 
Collocavit in vestibulo penitentiam 


secundam, que pulsantibus patefa- 
ciat: sed jam semel, quia jam se- 
cundo; sed amplius nunquam, quia 
{al. quam] proxime frustra. 

38 Ibid. c. 9. (p. ead. d.) Hujas 
igitur poenitentize secunde et unius, 
quanto in arto negotium est, tanto 
operosior probatio Treat). &c. 

39 Hom. 15. iu Levit. t. 1. p. 174. 
(t. 2. p. 262 c.) In gravioribua cri- 
minibus semel tantum, [vel raro] 
peenitentiz conceditur locus: ista 
vero comrounia, que frequenter in- 
currimus, semper pcenitentiam re- 
cipiunt, et sine intermissione redi- 
are | s 

. 3. (tr. p.g71a.) Si post 
pcohikentiain feat meechati, pla- 
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adultery after they have done penance for idolatry, they shall 
no more be admitted to communion, that they may not seem to 
make a jest of the Lord’s communion.’ Another?! orders, ‘ that 
if any of the faithful, who is under penance for adultery, com- 
mit fornication in the time of his penance, he shall not have the 
communion even at his last hour.’ And a third canon ‘42 orders, 
‘that if a man who has been under penance for adultery, and 
is admitted to communion in sickness, or danger of imminent 
death, shall after his recovery commit adultery again, he shall 
no more make a jest of the communion of peace; that is, not 
have the privilege of a second penance, to obtain a second re- 
conciliation or absolution.’ | 

Neither was this only the discipline of the three first ages, 
but it continued to be the practice for an age or two after: for 
St. Ambrose and St. Austin speak of it as still in use in their 
time. ‘They who think of doing penance often,’ says St. Am- 
brose 43, ‘are deservedly reproved, because they grow wanton 
against Christ: for if they did penance truly, they would not 
think it was to be repeated ; because as there is but one bap- 
tism, so there is but one penance, that is performed in public. 
There is indeed a daily repentance for sin, but that is for lesser 
sins, and the other for greater.’ In like manner St. Austin ‘4 
says, ‘It was wisely and usefully ordered, that there should be 
no room for that public and humblest sort of penance in the 
Church ; lest it should make the remedy of sin contemptible, 
and so less useful to the sinner.’ This was the practice of the 
Roman Church also in the time of Siricius, and of Innocent and 
Leo, who commonly follow his prescriptions. The Decree of 


cuit ulterius non eis dandam esse 
communionem, ne lusisse (al. illu- 
sisse} de Dominica communione vi- 
deantur. 

41 C. 7. (ibid. c.) Si quis forte 
fidelis post lapsum meechize, post 
tem constituta, accepta pceni- 
tentia, denuo fuerit fornicatus, pla- 
cuit nec in fine habere eum com- 
munionem. 

43 C. 47. (ibid. P. 975 e.) Si re- 
suscitatus rursus fuerit moechatus, 
placuit eum ulterius non ludere de 
communione pacis. 

4 De Peenitent. 1. 2. c. 10. (t. 2. 
p. 436 d. n. 95.) Merito reprehen- 


duntur, qui sepius agendam peeni- 
tentiam putant quia luxuriantur in 
Christo. Nam si vere agerent poeni- 
tentiam, iterandam esse [al. postea] 
non putarent: quia sicut unum bap- 
tisma ita una peenitentia, que tamen 
publice agitur. Nam quotdiani nos 
debet pcenitere peccati; sed hzc de- 
lictarum leviorum, illa graviorum. 

Ep. 54. [al. 153.] ad Macedon. 
(t.2. p.526f.)... Caute salubniter- 
que provisum, ut locus illius humil- 
lime peenitentize semel in ecclesia 
concedatur, ne medicina vilis minus 
utilis esset zegrotis, &c.—See before, 
ch. 3. 8. 3. p. 123. n. 80. 
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Siriciua ‘> about this matter runs in these terms: ‘ Forasmuch 
as that they, who after penance return like dogs to their vomit, 
or swine to their wallowing in the mire, cannot have the bene- 
fit of a second penance, we decree, that they shall communicate 
with the faithful in prayer only, and be present at the celebra- 
tion of the eucharist, but not partake of the Lord’s feast at his 
table; that by this punishment they may learn to chastise 
their errors privately in themselves, and also set others an 
example how to abstain from the lusts of uncleanness. Yet, 
forasmuch as they fall by ths frailty of the flesh, we would 
have them to be allowed their viaticum at the last, and be as- 
sisted with the grace of communion, when they are going to 
the Lord.’ 

It appears also from the canons of several Councils in the 
same age, that such relapsers were either wholly cast out of 
the Church, or at least kept back from the communion all their 
days, without being admitted to the benefit of any formal pe- 
nance to restore them : as may be seen in the second Council of 
Arles*6, the Council of Vannes‘7, the first of Tours4®, and the 
first of Orleans‘9; but more especially in the third of Toledo, 


45 Ep. 1. ad Himer. c. 5. (CC. 
t. 2. p. ro1g a.) De his,..... qui, 
acta poenitentia, tanquam canes ac 
sues ad vomitus pristinos et ad 
volutabra redeuntes, .... quia jam 
suffugium non habent peenitendh, id 
duximus (al. diximus] decernendum, 
ut sola intra ecclesiam fidelibus ora- 
tione jungantur ; sacris mysteriorum 
celebritatibus, quamvis non merean- 
tur, intersint: a Dominice autem 
mens convivio segregentur, ut, hac 
saltem districtione correpti, et ipsi 
in se sua errata castigent, et aliis 
exemplum tribuant, quatenus ab 
obsceenis cupiditatibus retrahantur. 
Quibus (al. quas] tamen, quia car- 
nali fragilitate ceciderunt, viatico 
munere, cum ad Dominum cepe- 
rint proficisci, per communionis 
gratiam volumus subveniri [al. sub- 
levari}. 

46 C. a1. (t. 4. p. 1013 d.) Peeni- 
tens quecunque defuncto viro alii 
nubere preesumpserit, vel suspecta 
vel interdicta familiaritate cum ex- 
traneo vixerit, cum eodem ab eccle- 


siz liminibus arceatur. Hoc etiam 
de viro in peenitentia posito placuit 
observari. 

47 C. 3. (ibid. p. 1055 c.) Poeni- 
tentes quoque, qui susceptam pub- 
lice pcenitentiam intermiserint, et, ad 
prioris erroris consuetudinem revo- 
luti, vitee se sseculari conversationi- 
que reddiderint, non solum a com- 
munione Dominicorum sacramento- 
rum, sed etiam a conviviis fidelium 
submovendos. 

48 C. 8. (ibid. p. 1052 a.) Si quis 
vero post acceptam pcenitentiam, 
sicut canis ad vomitum suum, ita 
ad szculares illecebras, derelicta 

uam professus est pcenitentia, fue- 
rit reversus, a communione ecclesize 
vel a convivio fidelium extraneus 
habeatur, quo facilius et ipse com- 
punctionem per hanc confusionem 
accipiat, et alii ejus terreantur ex- 
emplo. 

49 C. 13. (ibid. p. 1406 e.) De his, 
qui, suscepta peenitentia, religionem 
sacre professionis obliti ad szcula- 
ria relabuntur; placuit eos et a com- 


1,2 of discipline and penance. 145 


where notice is taken of the contrary custom beginning to 
creep into some of the Spanish Churches, and a strict order 
is made to correct it by reviving the ancient discipline of the 
Church. ‘ We hear,’ say they, ‘ that in some of the Spanish 
Churches penance is not done according to canon, but after a 
very base fashion; that as often as men are pleased to sin, so 
often they require of the presbyters to be reconciled or ab- 
solved: to restrain which execrable presumption, the holy 
synod appoints, that penance shall be granted only according 
to the form of the ancient canons: and if any, either during 

e time of their penance, or after their reconciliation, relapse 
into their old vices, they shall be condemned according to the 
severity of former canons.’ That is, they shall not have liberty 
of repeating public penance ftoties quoties in the church. They 
did not deny men private penance, either for lesser sins of daily 
incursion, or for relapses into greater sins; but exhorted men 
to repent in both cases, in hopes of obtaining mercy and pardon 
from God by a sincere contrition and the diligent exercise of a 
private repentance. No confession was taken by the priest in 
either of these cases: for the first did not need it, and the se- 
cond was not allowed it; only at their last hour relapsers were 
admitted to the communion and peace of the Church, if they 
had exercised themselves diligently in all the proper acts of 
private repentance. 

2. And this leads us to consider another instance of the Some sin- 
great strictness and severity of the ancient discipline, which ates 
was, that for some certain sins men were kept under the exer- aelias pe- 
cise of public penance all their lives, and only absolved and re- their lives 
conciled at the point of death. The ordinary course of penance ‘ the very 


hour of 
often held men for ten, fifteen, or twenty years in going through death. 


munione suspendi, et ab omnium 
Catholicorum convivio separari.— 
Conf. C. Ilerdens. c. 5. (ibid. p. 1612 
b.) Quod si iterato, velut canes ad 
vomitum, reversi fuerint, non solum 
dignitate officii careant, sed etiam 
sanctam communionem, nisi in ex!- 
tu, non percipiant. 

4 C. Tolet. 3. c. 1t. (t. 5. p. 
1011 d.) Quoniam comperimus per 
quasdam Hispaniarum ecclesias, non 
secundum canonem, sed foedissime 
pro suis peccatis homines agere pe- 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


nitentiam, ut quoties peccare libu- 
erit, toties a presbyteris se recon- 
ciliari expostulant: et ideo pro co- 
ercenda tam exsecrabili presump- 
tione id a sancto concilio jubetur, 
ut secundum formam canonum an- 
tiquorum detur peenitentia..... Hi 
vero, qui ad propria [al. priora] vi- 
tia, vel infra poenitentiz tempus, vel 
post reconciliationem, relabuntur, 
secundum priorum canonum seve- 
ritatem damnentur. 


N 


L 
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the several stages of repentance; but for some more heinous 
and enormous crimes no certain term of years was limited but 
their lives; and perfect reconciliation and absolution was only , 
granted them at their last hour, when imminent danger of 
death was upon them. Thus the Council of Eliberis>' orders, 
‘that if any one took upon him the office of a flamen, (or Gen- 
tile priest,) though he did not offer sacrifice, but only exhibit 
the usual games or shows to the people, he should do a severe 
and canonical penance all his life, and only be admitted to 
communion at the point of death.’ The like order? is given 
about consecrated virgins, ‘that if any of them committed for- 
nication, they should do penance all the time of their lives, and 
only have the communion at the hour of death.’ The Council 
of Neocssarea >? appoints the same for a woman who marries 
two brothers, ‘that she shall be cast out of communion unto 
death; but at her last hour, to show clemency toward her, if 
she promise upon her recovery to dissolve the marriage, she 
shall have the benefit of repentance.’ The first Council of 
Arles*4 inflicts the same punishment upon those that falsely 
accuse their brethren, ‘that they shall not communicate to the 
hour of death.’ The Council of Ancyra*> decrees the like for 
such married men as are guilty of bestiality after they are fifty 
years old, ‘that they shall not be received into communion till 
the end of their lives.” The Council of Valence, in France, 


51 C. 3. (t.1. p.g71a.) Item fla- municare. 


mines, qui non immolaverint, sed 
munus tantum dederint, eo quod se 
a funestis abstinuerunt sacrificiis, 
placuit eis in fine preestar) commu- 
nionem, acta tamen legitima peeni- 
tentia. 

52 C. 13. (ibid. p. 972 b.) Si omni 
tempore vite suze hujusmodi foemi- 
ne egerint peenitentiam, placuit eas 
In fine accipere debere communio- 
nem. 

53 C. 2. (ibid. p. 1841 a.) Tun), 
€av ynpnra dvo adeAgois, eEwbeicOw 
pexpt Oavarov, mAnv év Oavar@ da 
Thy piravOpwriay, eiovea as vyia- 
vaca Avo Tov yapov, efec THY peTa- 
yotay. 

54 C. 14. (ibid. p. 1428 e.) De his, 
qui falso accusant fratres suos, pla- 
cuit eos usque ad exitum non com- 


55 C.16. (ibid. p. 1461 d.) E? 8€ 
Twes Kal yuvaixas Exovres, xai Umep- 
Bavres tov mevrnxovraetn xpdvoy, 7- 
paprov, ent ty €&d8@ rov Biov rvy- 
xXaverwoay THs Kowwvias. 

6 An, 374. ¢. 3. (t. 2. p. go5 ¢.) 
Circa eorum vero personas, qui se 
post unum et sanctum lavacrum, 
vel profanis sacrificiis deemonum, 
vel incesta lavatione polluerint, eam 
censure formam duximus esse ser- 
vandam, ut his juxta Synodum 
Nicznam satisfactionis iden adi- 
tus non negetur, ne infelicibus la- 
crymis vel solatii janua desperatione 
claudatur: acturi vero peenitentiam 
usque in diem mortis, non sine spe 
tamen remissionis, quam ab eo plene 
sperare debebunt, qui ejus largitatem 
et solus obtinet, et tam dives mise- 
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laid the same penalty upon some that fell into idolatry, ‘ that 
they should do penance to the hour of death, yet not without 
hopes of remission, which they were to expect more fully from 
God, who was the donor of it.’ The Council of Lerida>’ allows 
the inferior clergy to do penance for a first offence, and regain 
their office upon it: but, ‘if they return like dogs to their 
vomit, and as swine to their wallowing in the mire, they are 
not only to be deprived of their office, but of the communion to 
their last hour.’ And so Felix III>*, bishop of Rome, deter- 
mined in the case of those African bishops, presbyters, and 
deacons, who suffered themselves to be rebaptized by the 
Arians in the Vandalic persecution: ‘that they continue under 
penance to the day of their death; and neither be present at 
the prayers of the faithful, nor the catechumens, and only be 
admitted to lay-communion at the point of death.’ 

8. Another instance of the strictness and severity of the an- Such Lad 
cient discipline is visible in the treatment of such penitents as Saved upon 
were reconciled upon a death-bed. Though they were ad-® death- 
mitted to the peace and communion of the Church, when they obliged te to 
were in extreme necessity, and imminent danger of death, that onan 
they might have their viaticum when they were about to nary pe- 
leave the world: yet, if they chanced to recover, they were eet si 
obliged to perform the whole penance, more or less, whatever covered. 
it was, which they should have done, had not such an exigency 
procured them an absolution. And this is the only case in 
which the ancient Church ever allowed any absolution to be 
granted before the penance was duly and regularly performed. 

Which being an extraordinary case, it is nothing to those who 
think to justify the same practice now in ordinary cases: but 
of this more hereafter *9. 

As to the present observation, that penitents absolved upon 
a death-bed were, upon their recovery, reduced to the same 
state of penance which they were to have been under, had not 
the necessity of sickness required their absolution, it is evident 


ricordia est, ut nemo desperet. Deus ad exitus sui diem in pcenitentia 
— mortem non fecit, nec letatur jacere conveniet; nec orationi non 


rditione vivorum. modo fidelium, sed nec catechume- 
7C. 5. See the second part of norumo mnimodie interesse ; quibus 
n. £9 preceding communio laica tantum in morte 


58 Vid. C. Rowman e.2.(CC. (Ep. reddenda est. 
3. al. 7.) t. 4. p. 1076¢.).. sane 59 See b. 19. ch. 2. 8. 1. p. 188. 
1 9 
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from the plain testimony of several Councils. The Council of 
Nice>? orders such upon their recovery ‘to be placed among 
those that communicated in prayers only,’ that is, in the fourth 
rank of penitents, called co-standers, ‘where they might stay to 
hear the prayers of the faithful, but not partake of the obla- 
tion.’ The fourth Council of Carthage has‘two canons relating 
to them. The first © says, if such a penitent recover, ‘ he shall 
be subjected to the ordinary laws of penance as long as the 
priest, who admitted him to penance, shall judge convenient.’ 
The other ®', ‘ that penitents, who in time of sickness receive the 
viaticum of the eucharist, shall not think themselves absolved, 
unless they undergo imposition of hands, if they chance to re- 
cover ;’ that is, the imposition of hands which was given to pe- 
nitents of the third order, called prostrators, who were obliged 
to present themselves every day at church, and kneel down 
‘ before the bishop to receive the solemn imposition of hands 
with the usual penitential prayers and benediction, [as has been 
mentioned in the fifth section of the first chapter of this Book]. 

The first Council of Orange ® more particularly explains the 
whole matter in this form: ‘ They who are about to leave the 
body, when they are doing penance, may communicate without 
the reconciliatory imposition of hands, which sort of communion 
is sufficient for the consolation of a dying person, according to 
the decrees of the Fathers, who call this kind of communion their 
viaticum. But if they survive, they shall stand in the order 
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59 C. 13. (t. 2. p. 36b.).... El 
d€ aroyvwcbeis, Kat Kowwwvias madw 
TUxXwy, mad ev Tos (wow e£eraaOy, 
PETA TOY KOLYwVOUYTOY TIS ELYTS [O- 
yns ECT. 

60 C. Carth. 4. c. 76. (ibid. p. 
1205 e.) Is, qui pcenitentiam in in- 
firmitate petit, si casu, dum ad eum 
sacerdos invitatus venit, oppressus 
infirmitate obmutuerit, vel in phre- 
nesin versus fuerit, dent testimo- 
nium, qui eum audierunt, et acci- 
piat poenitentiam. Et si continuo 
creditur moriturus, reconcilietur per 
manus impositionem, et infundatur 
ori ejus eucharistia. Si supervixerit, 
admoneatur a supra dictis testibus, 
petitioni sue satisfactum; et sub- 
datur statutis pcenitentie legibus, 
quamdiu sacerdos, qui peenitentiam 


dederit, probaverit. 

61 C. 78. (ibid. p. 1206 b.) Poeni- 
tentes, qui in infirmitate viaticum 
eucharistiz acceperint, non se cre- 
dant absolutos sine manus imposi- 
tione, si supervixerint. 

62 C, 3. (t. 3. p. 1448 d.) Qui 
recedunt se corpore, pcenitentia ac- 
cepta, placuit, sine reconciliatoria 
manus impositione eos communi- 
care, quod morientis sufficit con- 
solationi secundum definitiones Pa- 
trum, qui hujusmodi communionem 
congruenter viaticum nominaverunt. 
Quod si supervixerint, stent in or- 
dine peenitentium, ut ostensis ne- 
cessariis poenitentiz fructibus, legi- 
timam communionem cum reconci- 
liatoria manus impositione recipiant 
(al. percipiant]. 
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of penitents, that they may first show forth the necessary fruits 
of repentance, and then be received to communion in the ordi- 
nary and regular way, by the reconciliatory imposition of 
hands.’ The Council of Epone® speaks much after the same 
manner: ‘That no one should be repelled from or by the 
Church without remedy, or hopes of pardon, nor the door of 
returning to pardon be sbut against one that repents and cor- 
rects his errors: and if any one be in imminent danger of 
death, the time prescribed for his condemnation or penance 
shall be relaxed. But if it happens that the sick man recovers 
after he has received his viaticum, he must observe and fulfil 
the time of penance that was appointed him.’ Gregory Nyssen’s 
canon © js much to the same purpose: ‘If any one be in immi- 
nent danger of death, who has not gone through the whole 
time appointed for his penance; the clemency of the Fathers 
in that case has decreed, that he shall not take his long jour- 
ney [out of the world] without his vtaticwm or provision for it, 
nor without partaking of the holy mysteries. But if after 
participation he recover from his sickness, he must then con- 
tinue the time appointed in that order or station of penitents, 
in which he was when this necessity and danger came upon 
him.’ To all these may be added the decree of the Roman 
Council® under Felix III, anno 487, which renews the deter- 
mination of the Nicene fathers: ‘ That if any of those, who had 
been admitted to communion before the fixed time of their pe- 
nance was completed, because their life was despaired of by 
the physicians, and evident signs of death were upon them, 
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6 C. 36. (t. 4. p. 1580 e.) Ne 
ullus sine remedio aut spe veniz ab 
ecclesia repellatur; neve ulli, si aut 
peenituerit, aut se correxerit, ad ve- 
niam redeundi aditus obstruatur: 
et si cuiquam forsitan discrimen 
mortis immineat, damnationis con- 
stitute tempora relaxentur. Quod 
si zegrotum, accepto viatico, reva- 
lescere fortasse contingit, statuti 
temporis spatia observare conveniet. 

Ep. ad Letoium, c. 5. t. 2. p. 
120 d. (CC. [c. 4.] t. 2. p. 1788 b.) 
Ei 8€ res pst) mhnpacas roy xpovoy, Tov 
éx Tay cavdvey apwpiapevoy, éfodevot 
rou Biov’ xedevet 7 Trav Harepwy gu- 
AavOporria, peracyovra TOY aywacpa- 
Toy, 17 KEevdw TOV Eodiov, mpds THY 


€xxatny exeivny cat paxpay arodnplay 
exrrepPOnvar’ ef dé peracyoy Tov ayt- 
dopatos madw eis thy (any eraved- 
Oot, avapeévery roy Teraypeévoy xpdvoy, 
€v éxeivp TQ Babpo yevdpuevov, ev 
hv mpd THs Kara avaykny avt@ dobet- 
ons Kotvevias. 

65 C. Roman. c. 4. (CC. [Fel. Ep. 
3. al. 7.] t. 4. p. 1076 e.) Quod si 
ante prefinitum peenitentie tempus 
desperatus a medicis, aut evidenti- 
bus mortis pressus indiciis, recepta 
quisquam communionis gratia con- 
valescat ; servemus in eo quod Ni- 
czeni canones ordinaverunt, ut ha- 
beatur inter eos, qui in oratione sola 
communicant, donec impleatur spa- 
tium temporis eidem preestitutum. 
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should happen afterwards to recover, they should at least con- 
tinue in the fourth rank of penitents, among those that com- 
municated only in prayers without the oblation, till the full 
term of their penance was ended.’ 


pea ea 4. But some sinners were yet more severely handled: for 
nied com- they were denied communion to the very last, and suffered to 
arog go out of the world without any manner of reconciliation. 
hour. 


This discipline was generally used at first toward the three great 
sins of idolatry, adultery, and murder, which, as learned men © 
agree, continued almost to the time of Cyprian. Cyprian him- 
self 67 assures us, ‘ that many of his predecessors absolutely 
refused to admit adulterers to communion at their very last 
hour.’ And though this rigour was abated by general agree- 
ment toward penitents in his time, yet they still continued to 
deny communion to the very last to such apostates, as persisted 
obstinate and impenitent all their lives, and only desired recon- 
ciliation when the pangs of death were upon them. ‘They,’ 
says he®,’ ‘who do no penance, nor ever testify any sorrow 
for their sin from their heart by manifest professions of lament- 
ation, though they begin to deprecate and sue for pardon when 
infirmity and the danger of death is upon them, such we think 
fit to debar absolutely from all hopes of communion and peace: 
because it is not repentance for their sins, but only the appre- 
hension and terror of approaching death that compels them to 
ask pardon: and he is not worthy to receive consolation at 
his death, who would not beforehand consider that he must 


66 Vid. Albaspin. Observat. 1. 2. 
cc. 7-20. (ad calc. Optat. pp. 64, 
seqq.) Quis auderet, &c.— Bona, 
Rer. Liturg.1].1.c.17. n. 1. (p. 212.) 
In exordio Christiane religionis 
tantum erat pietatis studium, tan- 
tum odium improbitatis, ut quibus- 
dam sceleribus, que atrociora visa 
sunt, omnis prorsus veniz spes, om- 
nis peenitentia denegaretur; adeo ut 
qui ea commisisset, quamvis a divi- 
na misericordia eorum remissionem 
vere contritionis subsidio obtineret, 
nunquam tamen posset cum ecclesia 
reconcilian. Et flag. Ea] erant ido- 
pga iene et adulterium, 

c.—Fell. Not. in Cypr. Ep. 8. p.17. 
(p. 181. n. 3.) Porro gece ilie, 4b 
eo, qui potest prestare, subnectun- 


tur; quia nondum ecclesia idolola- 
tras decreto aliquo ad peenitentiam 
admisit, licet statim id fecent. 

67 Cypr. Ep. 52. [al. 55.] ad An- 
tonian. p. 110. See afterward, s. 5. 
first part of n. 94, following. 

68 Ibid. p. r11. (p. 248.) Peeni- 
tentiam non agentes, nec dolorem 
delictorum suvrum toto corde et 
manifesta lamentationis suze profes- 
sione testantes, prohibendos omnino 
censuimus a spe communicationis et 
pacis, si in infirmitate et periculo 
ceeperint deprecari: quia rogare 
illos non delicti poenitentia, sed mor- 
tis urgentis admonitio compellit : nec 
dignus est in morte accipere sola- 
tium, qui se non cogitavit esse mo- 
riturum. 
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shortly die.’ We find this rule concerning apostates some time 
after renewed by the first Council of Arles, where a decree 
was passed, ‘that such apostates as never presented themselves 
to the Church, nor sought to do any manner of penance, but 
at last, when they were seized with an infirmity, desired to 
have the communion, should in that case be debarred from it, 
unless they recovered, and brought forth fruits worthy of re- 
pentance.’ And Innocent, bishop of Rome, plainly says 
this was the primitive custom for the three first ages of per- 
secution : ‘If any one after baptism spent his whole life in 
intemperance and pleasure, and in the end of his days desired 
penance and the reconciliation of communion, they only ad- 
mitted him to penance, but absolutely denied him communion. 
For in those days persecutions being very frequent, lest the 
easiness of obtaining communion should make men secure of 
reconciliation, and retard their returning from sin, communion 
was justly denied them, and only penance allowed them, that 
they might not be deprived of the whole. The consideration of 
the times made their remission or reconciliation more difficult 
to be obtained: but after the Lord had granted peace to his 
Church, and the terror of persecution was over, then it seemed 
good to the Church to receive all such to communion when 
they were going out of the world, and for the mercy of the 
Lord to grant it to them as their viaticum, (or provision for 
their gourney,) lest we should seem to follow the asperity and 


69 C. 2. (t. 1. p. 1429 c.) De his, 
qui apostatant, et nunquam se ad 
ecclesiam representant, nec quidem 
peenitentiam agere quéerunt, et postea 
in infirmitate arrepti nt com- 
munionem, placuit, eis non dandam 
communionem, nisi revaluerint et 
egerint dignos fructus poenitentiz. 

70 Ep. 3. ad Exuperium, c. 2. 
(CC, t. 2. a 1255,c.) Et hoc que- 
situm est, quid de his obearvan de- 
beat, qui, post baptismum omni 
tempore intemperantie et volupta- 
= dediti, in extremo fine vite 

suze pcenitentiam simul et reconci- 
liationem communionis exposcunt. 
De his observatio prior, durior: 
ior, interveniente misericordia, 
inclinatior est. Nam consuetudo 


prior tenuit, ut concederctur eis poe- 
nitentia, sed communio neygaretur. 
Nam cum illis temporibus crebre 
persecutiones essenf, ne commu- 
nionis concessa facilitas homines de 
reconciliatione securos non revoca- 
ret a lapsu, negata merito communio 
est, concessa pcenitentia, ne totum 
penitus negaretur: et duriorem re- 
missionem fecit temporis ratio. Sed 
posteaquam Dominus noster pacem 
ecclesiis suis reddidit, jam terrore 
depulso communionem dari abeun- 
tibus placuit, et propter Domini mi- 
sericordiam quasi viaticum profec- 
turis, et ne Novatiani heeretici, ne- 
gantis veniam, asperitatem et duri- 
tiem sequi videamur. 
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hardness of Novatian the heretic, who denied men pardon for 
greater sins committed after baptism.’ 

The canons of the Council of Eliberis do abundantly confirm 
this observation made by Pope Innocent upon the preceding 
ages of persecution. For there are at least twenty canons in 
that Council, which deny communion to the very last to several 
sorts of sinners, whose crimes were either doubled and tripled, 
or single crimes of a more flagrant scandal and heinous provo- 
cation. Thus the first canon?! determines in the case of 
voluntary idolaters and apostates, who without any compulsion 
went of their own accord to the temple, and offered sacrifice: 
this being a more heinous and capital offence than bare sacri- 
ficing by the violence and force of torture, it is ordered, ‘ that 
such apostates shall not have the communion even at their last 
hour.’ The next canon?? inflicts the same punishment upon 
such idolaters as are guilty of a complication of crimes. As 
when a Christian takes upon him the office of a flamen, or 
Heathen high-priest, and therein adds to his idolatry cither 
adultery or murder. So if a man kills another by sorcery *, 
‘ because there is idolatry joined with murder, he is not to have 
the communion even at the hour of death.’ Ifa man whilst he 
is doing penance for idolatry or adultery, relapses’7* into the 
same, or any other great crime, this repetition of his crime in 
such a case debars him from communion at his last hour. 
Another canon7> orders the like severity to be used towards 
women, who without cause forsake their own husbands and are 
married to other men; and the same is determined ’® in case a 


7’ C. 1. (t..1. p. 969 e.) Placuit, cere scelus non potuit, nec in fine 


ut quicunque [al. inter eos, qui] post 
fidem baptismi salutaris, adulta eta- 
te, ad templum idololatraturus ac- 
cesserit, et fecerit, quod est crimen 
capitale [al. principale], nec in fine 
eum communionem accipere. 

*2 C. 2. (ibid. e.) Flamines, qui 
post fidem lavacri et regenerationis 
sacrificavcrunt, eo quod geminave- 
rint scelera, accedente homicidio, vel 
triplicaverint facinus cohzrente me- 
chia, placuit, eos nec in fine acci- 
pere communionem. 

73 Ibid. c. 6. (ibid. p. 971 ¢.) Si 
quis vero maleficio interficiat alte- 
rum, eo quod sine idololatria perfi- 


impertiendam esse illi communio- 
nem. 

74 Cc. 3 et 7. See before, s. 1. 
nn. 40 and 46, preceding. 

75 C.8. (ibid. p.g71 d.) Foemine, 
quz, nulla precedente causa, reli- 
querint viros suos, et se copulaverint 
alteris, nec in fine accipiant com- 
munionem. 

76 C. to. (ibid. e.) Si fuerit fidelis, 
que ducitur ab eo, qui uxorem in- 
culpatam reliquit, et cum scierit 1il- 
lum habere uxorem, quam sine causa 
reliquit; placuit, huic nec in fine 
dandam esse communionem. 
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woman is married to a man, whom she knows to have unlaw- 
fully divorced himself from a former wife: both these sorts are 
denied communion to the very last. Another canon?’ subjects 
all panders and promoters of uncleanness to the same penalty, 
whether it be a father or mother, or any other Christian that 
exercises this abominable trade: ‘because they sell the bodies 
of others, or rather their own, they are not to have communion 
even at their last hour.’ Thesamc is determined 78 in the case 
of a virgin dedicated to God: if she commits fornication, and 
continues in her uncleanness without reflecting upon what she 
has done, there is no absolution for her in her last minutes. 
As neither for the man?79 that marries his daughter to any 
idol-priest. Not for any bishop, presbyter, or deacon, that 
commits adultery ®°, whilst he is actually in the ministry, both 
because of the scandal, and also the wickedness and profane- 
ness of the crime xself. So if a woman commits adultery in 
her husband’s absence, and murders her infant ®!, she is not 
to have communion at the very last, because she doubles her 
crime. In like manner ®? a woman is to be treated that lives 
in adultery all her life with another man. And also any cler- 
gyman° that knows his wife to be guilty of adultery, and does 
not immediately put her away; lest they, who ought to be 
examples of good conversation to others, should seem to teach 


others the way to sin. 


47 C. 12. (ibid. p. 972 a.) Mater, 
vel parens, vel quelibet fidelis, si 
lenocinium exercuerit, eo quod alie- 
num vendiderit corpus, vel potius 
suum ; placuit, eas nec in fine acci- 
pere communionem. 

78 C. 13. (ibid. b.) Virgines, que 
se Deo dicaverint, si pactum perdi- 
derint virginitatis, atque eidem li- 
bidini servierint, non intelligentes 

uod amiserint ; placuit, nec in fine 
eis dandam esse communionem. 

79 C. 17. (ibid. e.) Si qui forte 
sacerdotibus idolorum filias suas 
junxerint; placuit, nec in fine eis 
dandam esse communionem. 

80 C. 18. (ibid. e.) Episcopi, pres- 
byteri, diaconi, si in ministerio po- 
siti, detecti fuerint quod sint me- 
chati; placuit, et propter scandalum, 
et propter profanum crimen, nec in 
fine eos communionem accipere de- 


The same punishment is awarded 84 to 


bere. 

81 C. 63. (ibid. 977 b.) Si qua 
mulier per adulterium, absente ma- 
rito, conceperit, idque post facinus 
occiderit; placuit, neque in fine 
dandam esse communionem: eo 
quod geminaverit scelus. 

82 C. 64. (ibid. c.) Si qua mulier 
usque in finem mortis suze cum ali- 
eno viro fuerit mechata; placuit, nec 
in fine dandam ei esse communio- 
nem. 

83 C. 65. (ibid. d.) Si cujus clerici 
uxor fuerit moechata, et scierit eam 
maritus suus meechari, et non eam 
statim projecerit, nec in fine accipiat 
communionem: ne ab his, qui ex- 
emplum hone conversations esse 
debent, ab eis videantur scelerum 
magisteria procedere. 

C. 66. (ibid. d.) Si quis pri- 
vignam stiam duxerit uxorem, eo 
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any one that commits incest by marrying his wife’s daughte: 
by a former husband: and to such as are conscious and con 
senting ®° to their wife’s adultery. And to all that commi 
sodomy with boys*®; and to women who commit adultery witl 
any man, and afterwards marry *®” another husband and not 
the man who defiled them. If any one turn informer agains 
his brethren, so that they suffer ®* banishment, confiscation, 01 
death by his information, he is not to have communion at hi 
last hour. If any one accuse a bishop, presbyter, or deacon o 
false crimes *®9, and do not make out what he alleges agains 
them, he is to be denied communion to the very last. 

I have represented these things at large, both to evidence 
the thing now asserted, and also to show what sort of heinou 
crimes those were, for which this great severity of disciplin 
was used toward men at their last hour. Some learned person 
are offended at this Council for its extreme severity am 
rigour. Auxilius® heretofore brought the charge of Novatian 
ism against Hosius and the Council together; and Suicerus? 
asserts, that the orthodox Church always taught that lapser 
were to be received into communion upon their repentance 
which in effect is to bring the charge of Novatianism agains 
this Council, and to make it no part of the orthodox Church 
But then the difficulty will be, how to clear Cyprian and th 
Council of Arles from the same charge of Novatianism. For 3 
is plain they were in the same sentiments as to what concerne 
apostates, who neglected penance to the hour of death: an 
not only they, but the great Council of Sardica, which restore: 
Athanasius, will be involved in the same condemnation. Fo 


queu sit incestus; placuit, nec in fine 
andam esse ei communicnem. 

85 C. 7o. (ibid. p.g78 a.) Si cum 
conscientia mariti uxor fuerit me- 
chata; placuit, nec in fine dandam 
esse communionem. 

86 C. 71. (ibid. a.) Stupratoribus 
puerorum nec in fine dandam esse 
communionem. 

87 C. 72. (ibid. d.) Si qua vidua 
fuerit mechata, .. . si alium duxerit, 
relicto illo, nec in fine dandam esse 
communionem. 

88 C. 73. (ibid. b.) Delator si 
quis exstiterit fidelis, et per delatio- 
nem ejus aliquis fuerit preescriptus, 


vel interfectus; placuit eum nec i 
fine accipere communionem. 

8 C. 75. (ibid. d.) Si quis auten 
episcopum, vel presbyterum, au 
diaconum falsis criminibus appeti 
erit, et probare non potuerit, nec 1 
fine dandam ei communionem. 

90 De Ordinat. Formosi, 1. 1. cc 
12 et 14.—Item, l. 2. c. 23. (ad calc 
Morin. de Ordinat. pp. 300, seqq.) 

91 Thes. Eccles. voce, Merdvou 
(t. 2. p. 357.) Lapsos autem, si qui 
dem penitentiam egerint, recipien 
dos esse, constanter docuit ecclesi: 
orthodoxa. 
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there is a canon in that Council, which is as peremptory in this 
manner as any in the Council of Eliberis. The canon % orders, 
‘that if any bishop out of ambition or covetousness procure 
himself to be removed from a lesser city to a greater, without 
the approbation of a synod, he shall not be admitted even to 
lay-communion at his last hour.’ So that, if this were Nova- 
tianism, there is no apology to be made for this Council, no 
more than for that of Eliberis; the decrees of both Councils 
being the very same, and of equal severity toward extra- 
ordinary offenders. The Novatians indeed sometimes laid hold 
of this practice in the Church, as an handle to justify their own 
unwarrantable proceedings against all great sins committed 
after baptism: they said they only treated the laity as the 
Catholics did the clergy, whom for several crimes they debarred 
from all communion to the very last. For so Socrates % tells 
us, Asclepiades the Novatian bishop argued with Atticus bishop 
of Constantinople. When Atticus acknowledged that communion 
might reasonably be denied even at the point of death to such 
as sacrificed to idols, and that he himself had sometimes done 
so; Asclepiades replied, ‘ There are many other sins unto death, 
as the Scripture calls them, besides sacrificing to idols, for 
which ye shut the clergy out of the Church, and we the laity, 
remitting them over to God alone for their pardon. 

5. But this was only a sophistical argument and false apology How this 
for the Novatian schism; which, though it has imposed upon 7°,"¢.,4 
many learned men, and driven them to strange difficulties in la so 
explaining many of the ancient canons, and obliged them to put charges of 
a forced and unnatural sense upon plain words, for fear they Novatian- 
should seem to encourage the same error as Novatian held: 
yet the fallacy will easily be discerned by a night stating 
the matter, and setting things in a proper light before the 
reader. 

The question between the Church and the Novatians was 
not, whether communion at the hour of death might be denied 
to some sort of sinners: for in this they both agreed, and the 


of discipline and penance. 


2 C, 2. (t. 2. p.628 e.)...Mnd€ €v Tpadas eicty ayapriat mpds Odvaroy, 
T@ TeAet AaiKns your d£ioteba KOt- be ds bpeis pev mpos Tous KAnpixovs, 


vovias. 

 L. 7. c. 25. (v. 2. p. 374. 40.) 
‘oO ‘AoeAnmdbns, ’ Exros, ion TOU E7- 
Ovca:, wat dAdNat wodXal xara ras 


nuets 3€ Kai Tous Aaixovs Grroxheiouev, 


Og povp tmHY oVvyxepnow atTay 
emir pémovtes. 
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practice of the Church in many cases was no less severe toward 
some great and flagrant crimes, or a complication of crimes, 
than was that of the Novatians, as evidently appears from what 
has been already discoursed. But the question was about the 
ministerial power of absolution, or admitting penitent sinners 
to the peace and communion of the Church again, after they 
had lapsed or fallen into any great sin after baptism. The 
Novatians stiffly maintained that the Church had no such min- 
isterial power of tho keys committed to her; but that all such 
sinners were for ever to be excluded and kept out of her com- 
munion ; and that if she admitted any of them again, her com- 
munion was polluted and profaned by their contagion: and 
upon this principle they made a separation from the Church, 
as infected by the communion of sinners. The Church on the 
other hand asserted her own just right and power, that by the 
commission of the keys from Christ, she had the power to 
loose as well as bind; to receive penitents into the Church 
upon their reformation, as well as cast out flagitious men for 
their notorious transgressions: and though in some extraor- 
dinary cases, either where the crimes were very heinous and 
numerous, or where for want of time she could not have suf- 
ficient evidence of men’s repentance, when they continued in 
their apostasy and impenitency till they were threatened by 
death, she sometimes suffered such men to go out of the world 
without reconciliation and communion; yet she did not this for 
want of power to receive sinners into her communion, but 
because she judged it more proper to let her censures continue 
upon such to the very last, to be an example and terror to 
others. So that, though the practice of the Church and the 
Novatians was in some cases the same, yet their principles were 
very different, and vastly wide of one another. The Novatians 
wholly denied this power to the Church, and made a schism 
upon it; the Church maintained her own just power, and used 
it with ‘discretion, sometimes one way, and sometimes another, 
as she judged most expedient in her own wisdom for the benefit 
and edification of sinners, without dividing communion upon 
this point among the governors of the Church, whatever way 
they thought fit to practise. This is what Cyprian % observes 


$4 Ep. 52. (al. 5] ad Antonian. antecessores nostros quidam de epi- 
p. 110. (p. 247.) Et quidem apud scopis istic in provincia nostra dan- 
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chiefly against Novatian, in the case of admitting and not ad- 
mitting adulterers to communion. ‘Some of our predecessors,’ 
says he, ‘in this province were of opinion that peace was not to 
be granted to adulterers, and therefore they wholly shut the 
door of repentance against adultery ; yet they did not depart 
from the college of their fellow-bishops upon this account, or 
break the unity of the Catholic Church by any obstinate stiff- 
ness in their censure; so as that because peace was granted by 
others to adulterers, therefore they who would not grant it, 
should make a separation from the Church. But the bond of 
concord remaining entire, and the mystical unity of the Catho- 
lic Church continuing undivided, every bishop managed and 
directed his own acts of discipline as he thought proper, being 
to give an account of his resolutions and management to the 
Lord.’ 

It appears from hence, that the dispute between the Church 
and Novatians was not barely about practice, but about prin- 
ciples and the power of the Church, in the use and manage- 
ment of the keys of discipline: and therefore though the 
Church sometime did the same thing that the Novatians did in 
refusing communion to some sinners even at the point of death, 
yet she was no ways chargeable with Novatianism, because she 
acted upon different views and principles, and only made use of 
her just power in a discretionary way, to extend or contract 
her censures, as she judged most expedient for the benefit and 
edification of the whole community, or any particular member 
of it. And thus, I find, many learned men, such as Albas- 
pinzeus 95, Bishop Beveridge 96, and Cardinal Bona%, have 


dam pacem meechis non putaverunt, 


et in totum peenitentiz locum contra 
adulteria clauserunt: non tamen a 
coepiscoporum suorum collegio re- 
cesserunt, aut Catholice ecclesiz 
unitatem vel duritiz vel censure 
suz obstinatione ruperunt, ut, quia 
apud alios adulteris pax dabatur, qui 
non dabat, de ecclesia separaretur. 
Manente concordiz vinculo et per- 
severante Catholice ecclesiz indi- 
viduo sacramento, actum suum dis- 
ponit et dirigit unusquisque episco- 
pus, rationem propositi sui Domino 
redditurus. 

% Observat. |. 2. c. 21. (ad calc. 


Optat. p. 77 d.) Per magni interest, 
&e 


96 Not. ad C. Nicen. c. 8. (t. 2. 
append. p. 66. corrige, 68.) Neque 
enim Novatiani ea, que iis vulgo 
ascribitur, opinione fuerunt, ut istis, 
qui lapsi sunt, aut graviora delicta 
admiserunt, nullam salutis a Domino 
consequende spem superesse existi- 
marent. Namque ipsi eos ad peeni- 
tentiam agendam szepius hortari soli- 
ti fuerunt et admonere, ut se colli- 
gerent, et divinam indulgentiam 
supplices implorarent. Sed hoc 
tantum lis persuasum erat, et pre- 
dicatum, in ecclesiz potestate non 
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accounted for this seeming difficulty in the Church’s practice, 
which has so tortured the wits of other men for want of under- 
standing wherein the true nature of the Novatian heresy con- 
sisted: some fancying that the Fathers in and before the 
Council of Eliberis were downright Novatians; others, that 
they allowed men reconciliation, and peace, and absolution, 
but only denied them the communion of the eucharist at their 
last hour: whereas nothing can be plainer, than that they 
denied them not only the communion, as it denotes the eucha- 
rist, but all manner of ministerial reconciliation, pardon, abso- 
lution, and readmission into the society of the faithful. 

6. This rigour indeed was abated in the practice of the fol- 
lowing ages, but without the least reflection on those that went 
before them: because they were sensible it was at the Church’s 
liberty to order this part of discipline according to her own 
prudence, and act as the circumstances of times and the state 
of affairs required; judging the times of peace to be different 
from the times of persecution, and that some abatement was to 
be made in this matter, when all the world was become Christian. 
The later Councils therefore are not so stiff in requiring the 
execution of the ancient canons in this particular, but allow 
every penitent communion at their last hour, though they 
would not undertake to assure them what effect an absolution 
in such extremity should have before God. The canons are 
very numerous upon this head: it will be sufficient to mention 
one or two as a specimen of all the rest. 

The Council of Agde % speaks in general terms without ex- 
ception: ‘No penitents are to be denied their viaticum, (or provt- 
sion for their journey,) at the point of death.’ The first Council 
of Orange” also speaks as universally, making no distinction : 
‘ Whoever accept of penance, when they depart from the body, 
let them be received to communion, but without the solemn impo- 
sition of hands, which is only to be given them, if they recover, 


The rigour 
abated in 
after- ages 
without 
any reflec- 
tion on the 
preceding 
practice. 


situm esse, ut quosvis post baptis- 
mum, quod unicum peenitentiz ge- 
nus statuerunt, delinquentes ad fi- 
delium communionem admitteret. 

97 Rer. Liturg. 1. 2. c. 17. n. 3. 
(p. 213.) Cum enim Novatiani per- 
peram assererent, non esse in eccle- 
sia potestatem peccata post baptis- 
mum dimittendi, in quo, teste Pa- 


ciano, eorum heeresis sita erat, non 
quod simpliciter negarent lapsis pe- 
nitentiam, etc. 

#3 C. 15. (t. 4. p. 1386.4.) Viati- 
cum tamen omnibus in morte positis 
non est negandum. 

99 C. 3. See before, s. 3. n. 62, 
preceding. 
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upon performing their just penance in the church.’ The fourth 
Council of Carthage ! orders, ‘ that they shall have both the 
solemn imposition of hands, and the eucharist also, even though 
they had lost their senses or were struck dumb with their disease, 
if any about them could testify that they desired penance in 
their sickness.’ And this was agreeable to the rule made in 
the great Council of Nice 2, ‘ that no one at the point of death 
should be deprived of his final and most necessary viaticum,’ 
the eucharist or oblation, as it is explained in the close of the 
canon, where the bishop is made judge of his repentance. 
Upon this ground Synesius® says he never let any one go out 
of the world bound with the bonds of anathema, if they desired 
absolution: only if they recovered, he reserved them to the 
disposition of his metropolitan of Alexandria. And this con- 
firms the remark made in general by Pope Innocent‘ upon the 
different practices of the Church in times of persecution and 
times of peace. The former observation was more severe, the 
latter more indulgent. In ancient times many sinners were 
denied communion at the hour of death: but in his time they 
granted penance to all, and admitted them to communion upon 
a death-bed repentance. Only they did not think this so safe 
as the performance of a regular penance in their life-time: 
and therefore they would not pronounce any thing confidently 


of their condition. 


There goes an ancient homily under the name of St. Austin5, 


1 C. 76. See ibid. n. 60, pre- 
ceding. 

2 C. 13. (t. 2. p. 36 b.) Et ris é£0- 
Sevoe, Tov TeXevTaiov Kal dvayKatord- 
tou epodiou pn arocrepeicOa. 

3 Ep. 67. ad Theophil. p. 252. (p. 
215 b. 1.) Mndeis yap amoddva de- 
Gepevos euoi’ avappuabels S€, madw 
€mi Trois aurois Umddixos €orw, Kal 
wrapa ths Oecmecias cov, Kai didav- 
Opamou puxns mepipevero THs ovy- 

pys TO pa. 
er Ep. 3. ad Exuperium, c. 2. See 
before, s. 4. n. 70, preceding. 

> Hom. 41. ex 50. t. 10. p. 194. 
[al. Serm. 309.] (t. 5. p. 1507 e.) 

ens peenitentiam et reconciliatus 
cum sanus est, et postea bene vi- 
vens, securus hinc exit. Agens pce- 


nitentiam ad ultimum et reconci- 
liatus, si securus hinc exit, ego non 
sum securus.... Poenitentiam dare 
possum, securitatem dare non pos- 
sum.—lIbid. (p. 1508 b.) Numquid 
dico, damnabitur? Non dico. Sed 
nec dico etiam, liberabitur? Et quid 
dicis mihi? Nescio; non presumo, 
non promitto, nescio. Vis te de 
dubio liberare? vis quod incertum 
est, evadere? Age pcenitentiam dum 
sanus es, et invenerit te novissimus 
diea, curre ut reconcilieris: si sic 
agis, securus es. Quare securus es? 
Quia egisti poenitentiam eo tempore, 
quo et peccare potuisti. Si autem 
tunc vis agere pcenitentiam ipsam, 
quando He peccare non potes, pec- 
cata te dimiserunt, non tu illa. 
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and it is also attributed to St. Ambrose ®, where this matter 1s 
thus delivered: ‘If a man repents at his last hour, and is 
reconciled, and so dies, I am not secure that this man goes 
hence securely: I can admit him to penance, but I can give 
him no security. Do I say he shall be damned? I do not 
say it; but neither do I say he shall be saved. What then do 
I say? I know not, 1 presume not, I promise not. For I know 
not the will of God. Would you free yourself from all doubt, 
and avoid that which is uncertain? repent whilst you are in 
health, and you will be secure when your last day finds you: 
because you repent in a time when you had power to sin: but 
if you then only begin to repent, when you can sin no longer, 
it is not so much you that forsake your sins, as your sins for- 
sake you.’ 

By all this it plainly appears that the Church used a liberty 
of discretion in treating sinners of the first rank, either with 
severity or tenderness, as she judged expedient for the ends of 
discipline, or the benefit and edification of the sinner. 

What liber- J. Indeed we may observe that a great latitude and liberty 
iy waz 8 was allowed to bishops, who were the prime ministers of disci- 
bishops in pline, to render it more rigorous or easy, as they thought fit 


penne to regulate the exercise of it in their own discretion. For 
and exact- though it was necessary in gencral for sinners to demonstrate 
tng proper . 7 . : ‘ 

satisfaction their repentance to the Church, in order to give her satisfac- 
i ‘Some tn, and gain themselves re-admission; yet the method of 
sinners al- doing this was not so preciscly prescribed, but that bishops 


sowed to |. had power to add to or abate something in the measures of it. 
twice. Therefore though the general custom was to allow sinners to 
do public penance but once in the church, yet there are some 
instances, in the most strict and primitive ages, of sinners being 
admitted twice to this privilege. For Irenzus? says Cerdon 
the heretic more than once made confession of his heresy ; 


6 Exhortat. ad Penitent. c. 28. “L. 3. ¢. 4. (p. 206. 20.) Képder 
. (t. 2. append. p. 603d, seqq.) Neque 8e,....els ray éxxAnoiav €AOwy cat 
ita conversionis nostre consilium ¢fopodoyoupevos, ovrws dterédece, 
temporis delectationibus prolonge- oré pév AaOpodi:darxad@y, wore Be 
mus, &c. (Conf. Serm. 24. n. 2. midw éLopodoyoupevos, more O€ eey- 
(ibid. int. Spuria, p. 423.a.) O homo, yodpevos ep ols edi8acxe xaxds, nai 
....quod fecisti malum, dum po- agiordpevos ths trav ddeAday ovr- 
tes, emenda: dum tempus habes, odias. 
&c. Ep.] 
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which we are to understand of his doing penance twice for his 
errors by making a public recantation of them. Tertullian ® 
says the same of Valentinus and Marcion, that they were once 
and again cast out of the Church for their turbulent curiosity 
in corrupting the brethren, before they broke out into their 
last. dissension, when they scattered the poison of their doc- 
trines among the people. And yet after that Marcion did 
penance, and was to have been received into the communion of 
the Church again, upon condition that he should bring back 
those whom he had led into perdition; which he intended to 
do, but death prevented him. It is noted also by Socrates 9 
concerning St. Chrysostom, that though a synod of bishops 
had decreed that lapsers should only be admitted once to do 
public penance, yet in his homilies he was used to tell men 
they should do it a thousand times, if occasion required, and 
be received to communion. Which bold doctrine displeaged 
many of his friends, and Sisinnius the Novatian bishop wrote a 
book against it. After this a Council was held at Constanti- 
nople, anno 426 or 427, under another Sisinnius, the Catholic 
bishop, one of St. Chrysostom’s successors, against the Massa- 
lian heretics, wherein it was decreed; that because they had 
often relapsed after doing penance, they should be admitted to 
do penance no more, though they made never so many solemn 
professions of repenting. The synodical epistle is recorded in 
Photius 1°, from whence we learn that relapsers at this time 
were allowed to do penance again, though the Council thought 


8 De Preescript. c. 30. (p. 212 c.) 
. Ob inquietam semper eorum 
curiositatem, quam fratres quoque 
vitabant fal. qua fratres quoque vi- 
tiabant], seme i iterum ejecti. . 
novissime in perpetuum diecidium 
relegati, venena doctrinarum sua- 
rum disseminaverunt. Postmodum 
idem Marcion peenitentiam confes- 
gus, cum conditioni date sibi oc- 
currit, ita pacem recepturus, si c#- 
teros Tal. quoque], quos perditioni 
erudisset, ecclesiz restitueret, morte 
przeventas est. 
9 L. 6. c. at. (v. 2. p. 339. 29.) 
Mias yap pera ro Bartiopa mapa ris 
Tay emoxdrey petavoius ToIs 
érraxoot Sobeions, avros ameroApn- 
BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


oev elreiv, XtAidxis petravonoas el. 
aedbe: ef’ 7 B8acxahiq TmoAXoi per 
kai Tov yropipoy aurou KaTéyvooay'" 
padiora 8€ Sicivmos 6 Tay Navaria- 
vav émicxoros’ bs nal Adyor tne- 
vayriov rou dex Gevros ouveypayev, 
kat yevvaiws aurov Sua rovro xaré- 


m0 B Biblioth. cod. 52. (p. 40. 44.) 
’Ev TavTy TH ovvodiy emia ToAR Kai 
Newv émioxotros eLeharnocy, was et 
Tis pera TOY ay adepariapov dwpadein 
TT]? xpavep, 7 7 bia p pnparey, i) da wpay- 
parav, els THY vrovpiay Ts vdcou 
TavTns eprint, pnxere Aowrov aurov 
X@pav € éxenv, py 8 dy puptacis énay- 
yeAXerat Thy Tdfwvy avyatAnpouy Tey 
peTavoouvray. 
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fit to deny the Massalian heretics the privilege any long 
because they had so often abused it. 

8. Another instance of the power of bishops in this matt 
was the liberty which the canons themselves granted them 
moderate the term of penance, and shorten it, if they obser 
any extraordinary degree of zeal and sedulity in any penite 
that might deserve their indulgence and commiseration. 1 
Council of Nice1!, determining the time of penance for suck 
fell into idolatry, says, ‘They shall be three years hearers, : 
ten years prostrators, before they were admitted to comm 
cate in prayers with the people: but if any were more t 
ordinarily diligent in expressing their concern and tears, : 
bringing forth good works, the true fruits of repentance 
should be in the bishop’s power to deal more gently and mil 
with them,—dvOpwrérepdv tt mept avrav Powdeoracdal== 
bring them to communicate in prayers sooner.’ The - 
order is given by the Council of Ancyra’2, ‘that bishops s 
have power, upon examination and trial of the penitents’ 
ner of behaviour and conversion, either to show them fav 
by shortening the time of penance, or otherwise to add t 
at his discretion,—j pravOpereverOat, 7 tAclova mpoot 
xpevov.” So St. Basil says, ‘He that has the power of b 
ing and loosing, may lessen the time of penance to a peni 
that shows great contrition.’ And Chrysostom in answe 
some, who complained of the length of penance, that it | 
tinued a year, or two, or three, says, ‘I require not the « 
tinuance of time, but the correction of the soul. Demonst 
your contrition, demonstrate your reformation, and all is dc 


MC. 12. (t. 2. p. 36 a.) "Ooos pev 
yap PdBy, Kat Baxpuct, rat tropovi, 
kat adyaboepyiats, TY emirtpopyy & ép- 
kat ov oynpare émidetxvuvrat’ 
ovrot TANPwouvTes TOV yxpdvoy Tov 
aptopevov Ts axpodcews, eixdras 
T&Y EvXov KOLeovTOUTt, pera Tov 
e£eivar To emirKone kai_ rdavOpe- 
mérepov Tt TEpi alta Bovrevoac Gat. 
I2 C.5. (t. 1. p. 1457 €-) Tovs de 
émoxémous efovciay éxety TOY TpoTOY 
TS emeatpopns Soxtpacavtas dtAap- 
OpwmeverOat, jf y meiova mpoorGevat 
xpdvor, ™po mayrov € kal 6 mpodyav 
Bios, kat é pera ravra, eLeraler bu: 
kat ovrws 7 gtAavOpwria eémipe- 


tpeicOu. 

I8 C. 74. (Oper. Basil. Ep. 
Canonic. Fert, (CC. t. 2. p. 175 
‘O moreveis Tapa THs rou Geo 
AavOpemias Avew Kai Beopeiv, € 
AavOpardrepos yevoiro, TO vmep 
Aov THs eLopodoynaews spay 
PApTHKSTOS, els 76 éAarracai 
xpdvov Tay emitipiov, oUK Eats | 
yoooews aktos, x.r. A. 

l4 Hom. 14. in 2 Cor. c. p. 
(t. 10. p. 542 a.)....OU rovro 
xpovov TryGos, GAXG Wuxis dee 
gw" ToUTO Toivuy emi ecfov, ei 
evvynoay, ei pereBadorro, cai Ti 
yeyovev. 
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The Council of Lerida'5 very expressly : ‘ Let it remain in the 
power of the bishop either to shorten the suspension of the 
truly contrite, or to segregate the negligent a longer time from 
the body of the Church.’ And the great Council of Chal- 
cedon'€ leaves it entirely in the hands of every bishop in his 
respective Church, to show favour to such penitents at his own 
discretion. 

9. And this is what some of the Ancients call an indulgence; And this 

which was’ not heretofore any pretended power of delivering fueancient 
souls from the pains of purgatory, by virtue of a stock of notion of 
merits, or works of supererogation, which they of the Church — -— 
of Rome call now the Church’s treasure, of which the Pope is 
become the sole dispenser: but anciently an indulgence was no 
more than this power, which every bishop had, of moderating 
the canonical punishments, which in a course of penance were 
inflicted upon sinners, so that if the bishop saw any one to be a 
tealous and earnest penitent, he had liberty to shorten the 
time of his penance, that is, grant him a relaxation of some of 
his penitential exercises, and admit him sooner than others to 
communion. This was the true ancient notion of an indulgence. 
And that it was so, we may learn from one of the Epistles of 
Pope Vigilius!7, who writing to a certain bishop concerning 
some persons, who were under penance for suffering themselves 
to be re-baptized by the Arians, tells him, ‘ that it was left to 
his own judgment, and the judgment of other bishops in their 
respective dioceses, if they approved the quality and devotion 
of any penitents, to grant them the benefit of an indulgence,’ 
that is, a relaxation of their penitential exercises, or a specdier 
admission to communion. 

10. And this was sometimes granted at the intercession of Which was 
the martyrs in prison, of which there are several examples in *™metimes 


; : as granted at 
Cyprian; and sometimes at the instance of the civil magistrate. the inter- 


[c. 80.] t. 5. p. 914 b.). . Conversatio 
autem et fides peenitentis compendiat 
aay ee 


15 C, 5. (t.4. p. 1612 b.) Maneat 
testate pontificis, vel veraciter 
afftictos non diu suspendere, vel de- 


sidiosos prolixiore tempore ab eccle- 
size corpore segregare. 

16 C. 16. (ibid. p. 763 b.) ‘Qpica- 
per de exew my avdevriay ths én 
avrois didavOpwmias toy Kata rérov 
éxioxorroy.— Vid. Martin. Bracarens. 


Capitul. Gree. Canon. c. 81. (CC. 


Ep. 2. ad Eleutherium, c. 3. 
aye ibid. p. 312 e.) In xstimatione 
raternitatis tuze aliorumque pon- 
tificum per suas diceceses relinqua- 
tur, ut si qualitas et poenitentis de- 
votio fuerit approbata, indulgentiz 
quoque remedio sit vicina. 


M2 
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‘cession of For St. Austin'® tells us, that as bishops were used to inter- 
tyr, or the cede for criminals in the civil courts, so the magistrates some- 
reaper of times interceded for penitents in the ecclesiastical. And he 
magistrate. uses this as an argument to a certain magistrate to induce him . 
to show mercy to an offender: ‘If you have liberty to inter- 
cede with us for the mitigation of an ecclesiastical censure, 
why may not the bishop intercede against your sword, when 
our sword is only drawn to make the man live better, but 
yours that he may not live at all?’ This sort of indulgences 
therefore had no respect to the punishments of the next world, 
but only to the mitigation of ecclesiastical punishment in this: 
which is ingenuously acknowledged by Cassander!9, and 


several other learned Romanists2°, some of which have under— 
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li pro Christo mortem 
ra fuerunt crimina, ea 
ea, que contigerunt, magna fuerun#®&= 
canonum severitate vindicata. Nunec= 


18 Ep. 54. p. 93. [al. Pe ad fuerint sin 
Macedon. c. 4. (t. 2. p.528b.) Si oppetere. 

ergo vobis fas est ecclesiasticam cor- 
reptionem intercedendo mitigare, 


quomodo episcopus vestro gladio 
non debet intercedere, cum illa ex- 
seratur, ut in quem exseritur bene 
vivat, iste ne vivat? 

19 Consultat. Art. 12. p. 103. (p. 
949.) Ex hoc ritu canonicarum pe- 
narum, que publice pcenitentibus 
ad certi temporis preescriptum im- 
eee nate sunt indulgentiz. 

as enim erat episcopis, animad- 
versa vel diligentia vel impotentia 
et infirmitate pcenitentiz, humanius 
et mitius cum illo agere, et de tem- 
pore illo et rigore penarum aliquid 
detrahere et imminuere: que pe- 
narum canonicarum imminutio et 
relaxatio, indulgentia dicebatur ; que 
hodie ad privatas quoque satisfac- 
tiones traducta est, et ab episcopis 
ad solum pontificem Romanum ple- 
num indulgentiarum tribuendarum 
jus delatum; circa quarum usum et 
praxin optimi quique correctionem 
et moderationern fieri desiderarunt, 
ut que, parum dextre tractata, hu- 
Jus dilacerationis ecclesiz precipu- 
am occasione dedere. 

20 Roffens. cont. Luther. art. 18. 
(p. 496. sub im.) Neque tam neces- 
garia fuit sive purgatorii seu indul- 
gentiarum fides in primitiva ecclesia 
atque nunc est. Nam tunc usque 
adeo caritas ardebat, ut paratissimi 


autem bona pars populi magis Chris— 
tianismum exueret, quam rigorenc™ 
canonum pateretur; ut non absque> 
maxima Sancti Spiritus’ dispenssa— 


‘tione factum sit, quod post tot 


annorum curricula purgatorii fides 
et indulgentiarum usus ab ortho- 
doxis generatim sit receptus, &c.— 
Polydor. Vergil. de Inventor. Rer. 
1.8. c. 1. (p. 609.) Deinde ([Grego- 
rius] certos dies constituit, quibus 
in precipuis urbis templis solemni 
ritu sacrificaretur, ibique pro illo 
sedando malo [peste videlicet] ora- 
retur suppliciter: ac ut populus 
generatim simul frequentior eo illis 
statis diebus concurreret, proposuit 
delictorum veniam ad id solemne 
accedentibus, constitutis ad ipsa 
templa sacerdotibus, qui audirent 
volentes de peccatis suis confiteri, 
ut illi inde remissionem omnium 
delictorum consequerentur. Quz 
sane consuetudo vel hodie servatur, 
ubicunque publica peccatorum venia 
promittitur. Et quia sacerdos po- 
testatem habet tam culpam quam 
peenam tollendi, hinc factum vide- 
tur, ut talis venia delictorum vulgo 
appelletur indulgentia, id est, re- 
missio culpz et poens.—Alphons. a 
Castr. adv. Heres. l. 8. p. 572. 
(Venet. 1646. p. 810.).. Tunc magis 
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gone the censures of the Roman Inquisitors for their over 
liberal concessions. Particularly Polydore Vergil is put into 
the Index Expurgatorius for saying?!, ‘that the use of in- 
dulgences is no older than the time of Gregory the Great ;’ 
and Franciscus Polygranus for asserting 22, ‘that every bishop 


of divine right has power to grant indulgences,’ with some as- | 
sertions of the like nature; which agree very well with the 


true ancient notion of an indulgence, as it has been now ex- 
plained, but will not comport with the Pope’s sole claim and 
pretence to this power, or any other innovations in the modern 
practice. But this only by the way. I now return to the 
ancient Church. 

11. Where we may observe further, that bishops had power 
to grant indulgence, not only by contracting the term of 
penance, but also in some measure by altering or lessening the 
nature and quality of the punishment itself. Of which we 
have a plain evidence in the Council of Ancyra2, where, in the 
case of deacons, who lapsed into idolatry, and afterwards reco- 
vering, stood firm in a second engagement, it is ordered, ‘that 
they may retain the honour of deacons, but not any part of 
their sacred service, either in ministering the bread or the 
cup, or in performing the office of the public directors in the 
church: yet the bisbopsshould have power, if they found 
them very diligent, humble, and meek, to grant them more or 
less of their office, as they judged convenient ;:’ which shows, 
that a great deal in this whole matter was left to the bishop’s 


fervebat Christianorum caritas, ut 
parum esset opus indulgentiis ; plu- 
res anhelabant ad martyrium; pauca 
erant hominum scelera, et, si quod 
erat, gravissima canonum punitione 
emendabatur: hic in presenti vita 
satis facere volebant; nihil volebant 
in futurum puniendum relinquere ; 
hasta non est mentio ulla in- 


nlgenverum. 
21 Vid. Ind. Libr. Prohib. et Ex- 
d. Madrit. 1667. (p. 858. col. 
sinistr.)... alge, olgrckbe quas vo- 
cant, etc. In indice rerum illa de- 
lenda: Indulgentie tempore fre- 
art ceperint. Indulgentias de- 
ictorum quis primo proposuerit, 
del. primo. 


22 Ind. Expurg. Salmur. 1601. 
(p. 97. summ.) Ex Fr. Polygrani 
Assertionibus quorundam Ecclesiz 
Dogmatum. Fol. 68. pag.2....de- 
leatur glossa marginalis, que alt De 
jure divino quilibet sacerdos posset 
dare tndulgentias. 

23 C. 2. (t. 1. p. 1456 d.) Atcaxdvous 
....@voavrus, pera 8€ travra ava- 
maXaicayras, ry pey GAAny Tiny 
exe, merravoba 8€ avrovs maons THs 
lepas Aecroupylas, THs Te TOU dptoy Fj 
moTnptov avadepey, fh xnpvogev’ el 


‘pev ToL TWes TOY émioKémoy ToUTOES 


cuvidoiey xapardéy Tia h Tramreivoow 
mpaérntos, Kat eOedovev meidy Te 
3iddvac  daipeiv, én avrois elvat 
TH é£ouciay. 


Bishops 


power to 
alter the 


of 
the penalty 


in some 
measure, 


it. 


i 


"i 


meant by 
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discretion, to make the exercise of penance more or less severe, 
as well in the degrees of punishment as in point of time, ac- 
cording to the disposition and behaviour of the repenting 
sinner, 

12. And this explains to us aterm or phrase which often 
occurs in the writings of the Ancients, especially in Cyprian* 
and the Council of Eliberis?5, and where they require that 
penitents should perform peenitentiam legitimam, plenam, et 
justam, a legal, full, and just penance. Some understand 
by this, that they should fulfil the whole term or time of 
penance prescribed by the canons; others, that they should 
not only fulfil the time, but regularly go through all the 
several degrees of penance, as mourners, hearers, prostrators, 
and co-standers, before they were received to communion— 
But neither of these hit the true meaning of this ancient- 
phrase, which respects neither the time of penance nor the= 
orders of penitents, but the mind and qualifications of mem 
acting sincerely and bond fide in their repentance; and ex— 
pressing their hearty sorrow for sin by weeping, and mourning, 
and fasting, and almsdeeds, and charity, and an entire reforma— 
tion; which are proper indications of a penitent mind, and 
such as might incline the bishop to show them some favour 
and indulgence, by shortening the time of their penance, 
notwithstanding which it might be called a just and full re- 
pentance, as Albaspinzeus?6 rightly explains it. 

13. There is one phrase more occurring in some of the an- 


24 Cypr. Ep. 54. [al.57.] ad Cor- 
nel. p. 116. (p. 252.) Statueramus. . 
ut, qui in persecutionis infestatione 
supplantati ab adversario et lapsi 
fuissent, et sacrificiis se illicitis ma- 
culassent, agerent diu peenitentiam 
plenain, &c.—Ep. 52. [al. 55.} ad 
Antonian. p. 108. (p. 246.) Neque 
enim prajudicamus Domino judica- 
turo, quo minus, si penitentiam 
plenam et justam peccatoris inve- 
nerit, tunc ratum faciat quod a nobis 
fuerit hic statutum. 

25 C. 3. (t. 1. p.g71 a.)... Placuit 
in fine eis prestari communionem, 
acta tamen legitima poenitentia.— 
C. 5. (ibid. b.) Post quinquennii 
tempora, acta legitima pcenitentia, 
ad communionem placuit admitti. 


Conf. cann. 14, 62, 76. 

26 QObservat. 1. 2. c. jo. (ad 
calc. Optat. p. 95 c.) A nonnul- 
lis, &e.— Vid. Not. in ec. 3. C. 
Eliber. (CC. t. 1. p. 989 e.) Ut 
poeenitentia censeretur leyitima, non 
satis erat explere tempus constitu- 
tum ab episcopo, ut volunt Garsias 
et Binius: sed ea legitima vocabatur, 
quam bona fide ducebant peenitentes, 
et cum domi, et in ecclesia, noctu et 
interdiu, perpetuis srummis sese 
exercerent, et lacrymis, fletibus, et 
multis preterea signis animi dolo- 
rem clam et publice testarentur. 
Illegitima autem dicebatur, quando 
peenitentes languidius eam subirent, 
et parum dolerent de peccatis, quam- 
vis preescriptum tempus explerent. 
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cient canons, which may need a little explication in this place, 
because it relates to the severity of the ancient discipline, which mantee 
we are now considering. 

The Council of Ancyra?7, speaking of those who commit 
uncleanness with beasts, or draw others into the same sin, 
being spiritual lepers and infecting others with their conta- 
gion, says, ‘they shall pray with the xemafduevor, or hye- 
mantes ;’ which denotes some extraordinary punishment, but 
of what sort is not very easy to determine, because learned 
men are not well agreed what the word xema(duevor pro- 
perly means. The old translators of the Greek canons com- 
monly understand it of energumens, or demoniacs, such as 
were vexed with unclean spirits, and, as it were, tossed by them 
in a@ tempest. Dionysius Exiguus?® renders it, Qui spiritu 
periclitantur immundo, vexed with an unclean spirit. The 
other translation of Isidorus Mercator29 has it, Qui tempestate 
jactantur, qui a nobis energumeni intelliguntur, those that 
are tossed in a tempest, by whom we understand energumens. 
And Martin Bracarensis, in his Collection of the Greek Ca- 
nons®°, renders it de@moniosos, demoniacs. And that which 
gives some probability to this interpretation is, that the word 
xeysaCdpevoe is 80 used and expounded by many Greek writers. 
In the prayer for the whole state of the Church, and all orders 
in it, related by the author of the Constitutions’, there is one 
petition, ‘Tmtp trav xepaoudrwy tnd tod addAotpiov, For those 
who are tossed by the enemy; that is, energumens vexed with 
‘the Evil Spirit. And so Cyril of Alexandria®? uses the same 
phrase for those that were possessed with a wicked spirit. As 
also the ancient commentators, Maximus upon Dionysius, and 


the phrase 
inter hye- 


7 C. 17. (t. 1. p. 1462 e.) Tovs ey untur. Ep. 


dAoyevoapevous ca “Aenpods dvras, 
Aerpwcarras, Tourous mpovera- 
1 ayia rt eis tous Xesuao- 


pevaus «ox¢ 
fed Prim. c. 16. ap. Crabb. t. 
I. p. ae Ap. is (t. 1. p. 1468 c.) 


Qui spiritu, & 

© Secunil: Cc: ah ap. Crabb. 
id Ap. Labb. (ibid. p. 1474 c.) 
Qui tempestate jactantur, qui a no- 
bis energumeni appellantur.— Ibid. 
in margine: Furtosi sive energumeni 


7. 82. (CC. ib. 8r.]t 5. p-9l4 
c.) Onaaa tales imter dzemoniosos 
orare, al. ordinare. 

31 L. 8. c. 12. (Cotel. v. 1. P. 403.) 
“Ere mapuxahovpey awe Kai Umép Toy 
KaTnXoupevov Ts éxxAnoias, Kal v imep 
Tov xepalopevay trd Tov ee 

32 In Esai. 42. (t. 2. Pp. 544C.).. 
XepaCcpevoe td mvevparos rroynpod. 

33 In Dionys. Hierarch. Eccles. 
c. 6. (t. 2. p. 82 c. 8.) Taw xetpatope- 
voY cat Eve pryoupeveoy. 
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Alexius Aristenus upon the Canons‘, and the modern Greeks 
in their Huchologium >, where there is a prayer for the xe 
paCduevor t3d mvevpdtav axabdprwrv, those that are tossed or 
tormented with unclean spirits. Upon the credit of which au- 
thorities Bishop Beveridge®® concludes, that praying among the 
xeysafduevos or hyemantes in the Council of Ancyra denotes 
the penitents praying among the energumens, or those that 
were vered with unclean spirits. And so Osiander, in his 
Notes upon the Council of Ancyra?’, and Mr. Dodwell®®, in his 
Observations upon Cyprian, who thinks the word clidomeni, in 
one of Cyprian’s Epistles9, is but a corruption from elydontzo- 
ment, kvdeve(duevot, which is of the same import and significa- 


4 In c.17. C. Ancyr. (ap. Be- 
vereg. Pandect. t.1. p. 394 f.) Xe- 
pafdpevos S€ eiot Kata rdyv peéyay 
Atovvctoy, of tro mvevparos rovnpow 
carey dpevos. 

35° oar. (p. 724.) Els wapdaxAnow 
doGevav xeipafopevwy Urd wvevparoy 
axabdprey xai ennpea(dvrey. 

3 Not. in c. 11. C. Niceen. n. 4. 
(t. 2. append. p. 72.) Hic etiam in 
narthece, we. 

87 Collect. Canonum. Witteberge, 
1614. 4to. (ap. Epitom. Hist. Eccles. 
cent. 4. p. 34.) Quia Diabolo cor- 
repti misere concutiebantur, per in- 
tervalla tamen ad Deum suspira- 
bant, energumeni vocabantur. Hi 
ad preces, &ec. 

Dissert. 1. in Cypr. 8.17. B: 4. 
(ad calc. Oper. Cypr. p. 7.)... Pro- 
pius tamen ad MSS. fidem accedet, 
si pro clydomeni clydonizomens le- 
gamus, et de cnergumenis sive ma- 
niacis intelligamus, qui lymphatics 
Latinis, yetpaCdpevos Grecis quoque 
patribus audiunt. Idem enim valet 
primaria quoque significatione ye- 
paCdpevac quod KAvdari(dpevor. 

39 [Juxt. Ed. Pamel. Ep. 3. Juxt. 
Ed. Oxon. 1682. Ep. 8. (p. 18.) Sive 
viduz, sive thliboment, qui se exhi- 
bere non possunt, &c.— This is sure- 
ly the correct reading. See Bp. 

ell’s note on the place, at the end 
of which he justifies it thus: Quod 
ad vocem presentein attinet, pro- 
bata lectio est illa, quam adhibemus; 


cui fidem facit Epistola Cornelii ad 
Fabium, ..... ubi consimili occa- 
sione mentio habetur ynpay xat Ors- 
Bopévay. Se exhibere, esse ad vitam 
necessaria sibi suppeditare ostendi- 
mus, l. 3. ad Quirin. c. 61. The 
Benedictine Editor (Venet. 1728, col. 
27.) reads clinoment, and writes thus 
in the annotation: Codex meus ha- 
bet domeni. Gratianopolitanus chi- 
domeni. Morellius posuit clydomens, 
Latinius et Rigaltius clinomens. Post- 
ea secuta est Editio Anglicana, in 
qua, rejectis ceteris lectionibus, abs- 
que ulla veterum librorum auctoni- 
tate, tantum ex conjectura sumpta 
ex Epistola Papz Cornelii ad Fa- 
bium episcopum Antiochenum, que 
Greece exstat apud Eusebium, (H. 
E. 1.6. c.43.] scriptum est thibo- 
ment: et, quanquam ea lectio vi- 
deatur esse bona, transferenda tamen 
non erat in contectum absque majon 
auctoritate : nam reliquez lectiones 
possunt etiam esse bona .... Porro 

uos Greci vocant thlsbomenos, Ruf- 

nus vertit indigentes, Baronius 
 abloatalae valde diverso sensu. 

owever, I cannot but think with 
Bp. Fell, that thiibomeni is the true 
reading, while it evidently makes 
the best sense. Compare also b. 5. 
ch. 6. Bde v.2. p.185. n.2, citin 
Cornel. Ep. ad Fab. Euseb. 1. 6. 
¢c. 43., and note, that for ynpas oy 
OrBopevors, x. r.X. another reading 
has xypas cuvOA:Bopevas. Ep. ] 
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h xewafduevot, denoting what the Latins call maniaci 
aphatici, persons possessed by an evil spirit, as he 
vat of some passages of Amphilochius?9 and St. Chry- 
°, which support his conjecture. Other learned men 
re xeyafdpnevor, or hyemantes, were such penitents as 
monstrous greatness of their crimes were not only ex- 
ut of the communion of the Church, but cast out of the 
rtum or courts and porch of the church, and put to do 
» in the open air, where they stood exposed to the in- 
ry of all weathers whatsoever. 

opinion is embraced and defended by Albaspinzus“!, 
| Bona‘2, and Suicerus*®. And there is a passage in 


of disciple and penance. 


m. de Peenitent. ap. Com- re precepit. At qui fuerint isti, 


97 d. 2.) Ipocwepxdpevos yap 
€ot, kat Tots KAVomM operas, 
pdayos, kat dappaxors, e£ai- 
‘ai xara avOpwrav Saipovas. 
at. 1. ad Stagyrium. (t. 1. 
.) Zaurdy d€ ev yarer@ TH 
Aerwrdr@] Kdvdmve Keipevor 


serv. in c.17. C. Ancyr. 
[. P: 1479 ¢c.) Qui ob gravia 
rerbi gratia, fornicationis aut 
» peenitentiam agebant, aut 
2>bant; certum est sub quo- 
tulo pro’ templi foribus eos 
enitentiz, et exomologesim 
e, id est, presbyteris advo- 
iris Dei martyribus adgeni- 
veniam deprecatos esse, cz- 
nique fratres, ut sibi depre- 
essent, orasse: verum qui 
, delicta, ut sunt ea, que 
anonibus commemorantur, 
srant, quique perpetuam a- 


yeenitentiam, non solum ab 


_ sed ab illo tectulo arceban- 
93 hic hiemantes vocari ex- 
et inter eos, hos impudicos 
+ orare juberi. Hiemantes 
dici videntur, vel quia ab 
tulo semoti, sub dio orare 
itentiam agere cogerentur, 
quia in ecclesiz portum 
m reciperentur, ut ait Bal- 


wr. Liturg. ]. 1. ¢. 17. n. 5. 
) Nam Synodus Ancyrana, 
prosos, et eos qui cum brutis 
juerunt, inter hiemantes ora- 


dubiz quzstionis est. Quidam pu- 
tant fuisse arreptitios, quos S. Maxi- 
mus, in Scholiis ad cap. 6. Eccles. 
Hier., ita vocari arbitratur, quod 
veluti tempestatibus agitati in con- 
tinua quasi hieme versarentur. Ho- 
rum vero sententiam reprobat Zo- 
naras, in Notis ad citatum canonem 
Ancyranum : Sed qui sint, inquit, 
haud facile dizerim. Alii collocant 
eos in primo ordine pcenitentium, 
nullumque agnoscunt discrimen in- 
ter hiemantes et lugentes. Quibus- 
dam magis placet hiemantium no- 
mine illos intelligi, qui sub dio ex- 
tra omne ecclesiz tectum manebant, 
cujusmodi erant majori excommu- 
nicatione percussi, ab ecclesia pror- 
sus precisi: quo etiam in loco, 
procul scilicet a porticu, Jussi sunt 
stare leprosi, ne ceteros interficerent 
[al. inficerent]; et qui cum brutis 
atque contra naturam luxuriabantur, 
quos monstra, portenta, et furias 
nuncupabant. Horum autem con- 
jecturam ideo censeo probabiliorem, 
quod illi favere videatur Tertullia- 
nus, Lib. de Pudicitia, apud quem 
aliud est limine ecclesiz, aliud toto 
tecto submoveri.— See n. 44, fol- 
lowing. 

43 Thes. Eccles.voce, Xespa(dpyevos. 
(t. 2. p. 1508.) Alii ye:palopzevous eos 
esse dicunt, qui pro templi foribus, 
sub dio, orare et pcenitentiam agere 
cogebantur. Qui ob gravia delicta, 
ut est fornicatio aut adulterium, pee- 
nitentiam agebant, aut eam petebant, 
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Tertullian‘+, which makes this explication look very natura 
for, speaking of the ancient discipline, and distinguishing tl 
degrees and malignity of heinous offences, he says, ‘ there we 
some impious furies of lust, so far transgressing all the laws 
nature, both with respect to bodies and sex, that they did not on 
expel them from the doors of the church, but from any cover: 
place belonging to it, as being monsters rather than comm 
vices.’ Either of these opinions, as having each their reaso 
and probability to support them, may be admitted. But tl 
opinion of Balsamon‘> here is little worth, who makes tl 
hyemantes to be no more than the second class of peniten 
called hearers. This does by no means show any special ¢ 
verity against such enormous sins, assigning them only a co! 
mon punishment with the rest. But if we suppose those, w. 
were guilty of them, either to be ranked among demoniacs, 

wholly to be kept out of the Church, we have some proper id 
of the Church’s severity against them ; for which reason I ha 
purposely mentioned it in this place, where we have been d 
coursing of the strictness and severity of the ancient disciplu 
which is the last thing considerable in the exercise of it, whi 
men were under the bonds and fetters of excommunicatic 
The next thing is to see how they were loosed from the 
bonds, when their penance was completed; and this brings 

to the business of absolution, or the method of re-admitting | 
nitents into the communion of the Church again, which m 
be the subject of the next Book. 


Strictness and severity of discipline, &c. 


sub quodam tecto pro templi foribus 
eos peenitentiz ritus et exomologesin 
peragebant, id est, presbyteris advol- 
vebantur, caris Dei adgeniculaban- 
tur, veniam deprecabantur, ceteros 
denique fratres, ut sibi deprecatores 
essent, orabant. Verum qui gra- 
viora delicta, ut sunt que hoc ca- 
none commemorantur, commise- 
rant, quique perpetuam agerent pe- 
nitentiam, non solum ab ecclesia, 
sed “ lo etiam tecto arcebantur, 

ul hic yesua¢duevoe videntur appel- 
tari. Tertulliani verba de Pudiertia, 
c. 4. extremo: Reliquas, 8c. (See 
the note following.) Atque hec ve- 


rissima videtur esse sententia. 

44 De Pudicit. c. 4. (p. 557 
Reliquas autem libidinum funas i 
pias et in corpora et in sexus ul 
jura nature, non modo limine, ' 
rum omni ecclesiz tecto submo' 
mus, quia non sunt delicta, 
monstra. 

# [In c. 17. C. Ancyr. (1 
Bevereg. Pandect. t. 1. p. 394 
XewpaCoperoe troivuy xAnOnoorrat | 
piws of ev tH vapOnxe iotapervor, . 
axpo@pevor trav Ociwy Tpaday, rdr 
EmexovTes xetpacopevoy, cat els i 
exkAnotaotikoy Atpeva THs TwoTNpP 
eiveAOeiv pn mapaxwpovpeva. Ep 


BOOK XIX. 


OF ABSOLUTION, OR THE MANNER OF RE-ADMITTING PE- 
NITENTS INTO THE COMMUNION OF THE 
CHURCH AGAIN. 


CHAP. I. 


Of the nature of absolution, and the several sorts of tt ; more 
particularly of such as relate to the penitential discipline 
of the Church. 


1. Havine hitherto seen the exercise of penitential discipline All church- 
in all the several parts of it, as it related to sinners under the peimpery 
bonds of excommunication, we are now to consider it under an- meres 
other view, as it denotes their absolution from those bonds by 
the power of the keys, and the method of restoring or re-ad- 
mitting penitents, when their penance was completed, to the 
communion of the Church again. 

And here first of all we are to observe, that the Ancients 
challenged no power in this matter but that, which was purely 
ministerial; leaving the absolute, sovereign, independent, and 
irreversible power only to God. Of which I need give no other 
proof at present but only this, that they constantly made it an 
argument for our Saviour’s divinity, ‘ that he had the sovereign 
power of forgiving sins:’ which argument could have signified 
nothing, had men been equal sharers in this power with him. 

Thus Irensus argues against some of the heretics in his own 
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time: ‘Our Saviour,’ says he!, ‘in forgiving sins, both cured 
the man, and manifestly declared who he himself was. For if 
none can forgive sins but God alone, and our Lord did forgive 
them, and cure men, it is manifest that he was the Word of 
God, made the Son of man: and as he was man, he suffered 
with us and for us; as he is God, he shows mercy to us, and 
forgives us our debts, which we owe to God our Maker.’ The 
sathe argument is urged by Tertullian2, in his Books against 
Marcion; and by Novatian? against the Ebionites, and Atha- 
nasius‘ against the Arians. St. Basil> also uses it as one of 
his strongest weapons against Eunomius; and the like is done 
by St. Hilary 6, and St. Chrysostom’, and St. Jerom 8, and Victor 


1 L. 5. ¢.17. (p. 426. 19.) Peccata 
igitur remittens, hominem quidem 
curavit, semetipsum autem mani- 
feste ostendit quis esset. Si enim 
nemo potest remittere peccata nisi 
solus Deus; remittebat autem hec 
Dominus, et curabat homines: ma- 
nifestum est, quoniam ipse erat Ver- 
bum Dei, Filius hominis factue ... 
Et quo modo homo compassus est 
nobis, tanquam Deus misereatur 
nostri, &c. 

2 Cont. Marcion. 1. 4. c. 10. (p. 
421d.) Nam cum Judei saluitande 
hominem ejus Intuentes, nec dum et 
Deum certi, qua Dei quoque Filium, 
merito retractarent, non posse ho- 
minem delicta dimittere, sed Deum 
solum; cur non secundum intentio- 
nem eorum de homine eis respon- 
debit [al. respondit], Habere eum 
potestatem dimittendi delicta, quan- 
do et Filium hominis nominans 
hominem nominaret? nisi quia ideo 
ipsa voluit eos appellatione Filii 
hominis ex instrumento Danielis 
repercutere, ut ostenderet Deum et 
hominem, qui delicta dimitteret, 
illum scilicet solum, Filium hominis 
apud Danielis prophetiam, conse- 
cutum judicand1 potestatem, ac per 
eam utique et dimittendi delicta. 

3 De Trinit. c. 13. (ap. Galland. 
t. 3. p. 296 c.) Quod si, cum nullius 
sit nisi Dei, peccata dimittere, idem 
Christus peccata dimittit .. .. merito 
Deus est Christus. 

* Orat. 3. cont. Arian. (t. 1. part. 


I, p. 467 e. n. 40.) ....‘Apaprias 


npie, Néeywr ro wapadurixep, Kai TH 
rovs mrBos ¢ Devinn yuvaki, Adewry 
rai gov ai dpapria’ cal vexpous per 
fyeipe’.... kal ravra éwole, ov pér- 
Awy €ws AGB, GAN’ eLovorcagrys ay. 
—Ep. de Synodis. (t.1. part. 2. p. 
609 c. n. 49.) Tept pew rov Seov 
gnow 6 ’Hoaias' Tie Geds, Sowep 
ov, é€aipwy avopuias, Kai trepBaivey 
dduxias’ 5 8€ Yids Edeyer ols FOerer, 
"Adewvrai gov al dapuapriat’ Gre cal, 
rav "lovdaiev yoyyuldvray, épyp thy 
Gdeow édeixvve, Aeywr TH mapadv- 
TUK, “Eyetpat, dpov roy xpaBSardr 
gov, cat uraye els roy olkdy cov. 

5 Cont. Eunom. 1.5. (t. 3. part. 1. 
Pp. 425 c.) Et roivuy ovdevds éorw 
adtévat apaptias, Sowep ovn €or, ef 
pn povoy Ocov, adinar 8€ 7d Ivetpa 
ro “Aytoy dua rav’Aroordédwy, Geds 
dpa ro Ivetpa 1d “Aytoy, kai rns auTns 
évepyeias to Ilarpi xai ro Yio. 

o In Matth. ce. 8. (t. t. Md 705 ¢. 
n. 6.) Movet scribas remissum ab 
homine peccatum: hominem enim 
tantum in Jesu Christo contueban- 
tur. Et remissum est ab eo, quod 
lex laxare non poterat; fides enim 
sola justificat. Deinde murmura- 
tionem eorum Dominus introspicit, 
dicitque facile esse Filio hominis in 
terra peccata dimittere. Verum enim 
nemo potest dimittere peccata, nisi 
solus Deus : ergo qui remittit, Deus 
est. Quia nemo remittit nisi Deus, 
Deus in homine manens curationem 
homini prestabat. 

7 Hom. 29. al. 30. in Matth. (t. 7. 


P: 343 e.) ‘Exeivo: pew yap €Aeyor, 
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of Antioch®, and Cyril of Alexandria!°, who all argue for 
our Saviour’s divinity from this topic, ‘that he had sovereign 
and absolute power upon earth to forgive sins.’ And St. Am- 
brose!! uses the same argument against the Macedonians to 
prove the divinity of the Holy Ghost. I produce none of these 
testimonies at large here, both because they all speak the same 
thing, and are already produced in an excellent book of Bishop 
Usher’s !2, which is common in every reader’s hands: where-he 
also shows further the general agreement of the Ancients in 
this assertion, ‘that none can forgive sins but God only;’ that 


Ort Aveww auaprnpata Cceov pdvov 
érriy’ otros 8¢ ov Aver pdvoy apap-~ 
mara, GAXd Kal mpd rovTou €repdv 
rt emdeixvura, & Geov pdvoyv hy, To 
ra €v Ty) Kapdia amdéppnta expepery. 

8 In Matth.9. (t.7. p.49a.) Le- 
imus in Propheta dicentem Deum: 
go sum, qui deleo iniquitates tuas. 

Consequenter ergo scribe, quia ho- 
minem putabant, et verba Dei non 
intelligebant, arguunt eum blasphe- 
mize. Sed Dominus videns cogita- 
tiones eorum, ostendit se Deum, 
qui possit cordis occulta cognoscere, 
et quodam modo tacens loquitur : 
Eadem majestate et potentia, qua 
cogitationes vestras intueor, possum 
et hominibus peccata dimittere. 

9 In Marc. 2. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 4. 
p. 374 h. 4.) At quorsum Servator, 
signum patraturus, premittit, Ut 
autem sctatis, quia Filius hominis 
habet potesiatem in terra dimittendit 
peccata ? Haud alia de causa istud 
facit, quam et planum hinc fiat, di- 
vinitatis vim, propter indivulsam 
utriusque unionem, in humanam 
a naturam sese diffundere, 

c: 


10 Thesaur. 1.12. c.4. [assert.12.] 
(Lutetiz, 1638. t. 5. part. 1. p. 110 
@.)....'O Harnp adinow apaprias. 
Hoes rovro xai 6 Yids’ “Iva yap, pn- 
ow, (Matth. 9 6. Luk. 5, 24.) efdjre 
ors €€ougiay exes 6 Yids Tov avOparrov 
él ris ys adievas apaprias.—Gri- 
echovius, (v. 8. p. 188. n.k.) unable 
to verify this citation, observes,—ZIn 
Editione Paris. 1638, quam ego ha- 
beo, et qua usus quoque est Bingha- 
mus, hic Thesaurus nec libros habet 
nec capita, adeoque falsa allegatio. 
Invent autem locum Commentar. in 


Joan. c.20. 23. 1.12. ¢.1.(t.4. p. IIOI 
b.) qui huc referri potest.—Aovs d¢ rd 
Ilvevpa Xpioros,” Ay two adyre ras 
apaprias, adéwvra, dyoiv’ dy tiwev 
Kpatnre, Kexpatnyra:’ Kairot pdvov 
Tov xara Qvow ovros Geo Svvapevov 
te xat éefovoiay €xovros amodvew d- 
paptias tous nuaptnkoras’ riva yap 
dy xat mpoonxar 1rd xapilerOai rice 
ra é olomep dy adorey eis roy Oeioy 
wAnLpeANnoavtes vdpoy, Ei pt) TO Toy 
yopov dcpicavrt.—How Grischovius 
could have overlooked the place in 
Cyril’s Thesaurus, which I have 
easily found, I know not. But 
this is not the only instance in 
which I have proved my ancestor’s 
citations perfectly correct, where 
they have been marked, too hastily 
by others, as vague or erroneous. 
See also n. 17, following. Ep. |] 

1! De Spirit. Sanct. 1. 3. c. 18. 
(t. 2. p. 693 b. n. 133, et f. n. 137.) 
Peccata quoque nemo condonat, nisi 
unus Deus, quia seque scriptum est, 
Quis potest peccata donare, nisi so- 
lus Deus?..... Videamus, utrum 
peccata donet Spiritus. Sed hic 
dubitan non potest, cum ipse Do- 
minus dixerit, Acciptte Spiritum 
Sanctum: quorum remiseritis pec- 
cata, remissa erunt, &c.—Conf. Au- 
gustin. Hom. 23. ex 50. (al. Serm. 
99.] c. 7. (t.5. p.524¢.)... Tenete, 
quia homo non potest peccata di- 
mittere. Illa, que sibi a Christo 
peccata dimitti credidit, Christum 
non hominem tantum, sed et Deum 
credidit. 

12 Answer to the Jesuit’s Chal- 
lenge, p. 79, &c. (Works, v. 3. pp. 
119, seqq.) Of the priest’s power to 
forgive sins. 
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is, with an absolute and sovereign power: and therefore the 
power of absolution in the Church is purely ministerial, and 
consists in the due exercise and application of those means, in 
the ordinary use of which God is pleased to remit sins: using 
the ministry of his servants, as stewards of his mysteries, in the 
external dispensation of them; but himself conferring the in- 
ternal grace or gift of remission by the operation of his Spirit 
only upon the worthy receivers. 

These mysteries or means of grace, in the external dispen- 
sation of which the Church is concerned, and in the ordinary 
use of which remission of sins is conveyed, are usually by the 
Ancients reckoned up under these five heads: 1. The absolu- 
tion or great indulgence of baptism. 2. The absolution of the 
eucharist. 3. The absolution of the word and doctrine. 4. The 
absolution of imposition of hands and prayer. 5. The absolution 
of reconcilement to the Church and her communion by a relax- 
ation of her censures. The two first may be called sacramental 
absolution; the third, declaratory absolution; the fourth, pre- 
catory absolution; the fifth, judicial absolution; and all of 
them authoritative, so far as they are done by the ministerial 
authority and commission which Christ has given to his Church, 
to reconcile men to God by the exercise of such acts and means 
as conduce to that end, in a subordinate and ministerial way. 
according to his appointment. 

1. Of the 2. But then all these sorts of absolution were not reckoned 
hrinet of equal concern in penitential discipline. For though baptism 
baptism. was always esteemed the most universal absolution, and grand 
That this . . os ; 
wasofno Indulgence in the ministry of the Church; as conveying a ge- 
oe neral pardon of sins to every true member of Christ, when he 
cipline to first entered into his mystical body by the laver of regenera- 
pie bab tion: yet this had no place in the exercise of penitential disci- 
tized pline. For no penitent was ever reconciled to the communion 
of the Church, after any lapse, or censure, or penance done for 
it, by a second baptism. And yet the stewards of Christ’s 
mysteries were always supposed to have the ministerial power 
of conveying remission of sins to men by the administration of 
baptism: and so far as they were entrusted with the admini- 
stration of it, so far they had power to bind or loose; to admit 
the worthy into the Church, or keep the unworthy out of it; 
that is, in the ministerial way, to remit men’s sins by admitting 
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1em to baptism, or retain their sins by keeping them from it, 
cording to the rules of Christ’s institution and appointment. 
he Ancients upon this account commonly give baptism the 
ame of indulgence, or remission of sins, or the sacrament of 
emission, as I have had occasion to show out of the Council of 
arthage, under Cyprian, and one of the Roman Councils men- 
oned by Cotelerius, and St. Austin, in a former Book !3, where 
‘e treat more expressly of baptism. It is also observable, that 
he Ancients commonly deduce this ministerial power of remit- 
ng sins in baptism from the same text, upon which the power 
f all other absolutions is founded, viz. (John 20, 23.) “ Whose- 
bever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them; and whose- 
ever sins ye retain, they are retained.” They say, this com- 
ission is executed by the ministers of Christ, as well in con- 
ring baptism, as in reconciling penitents, or any other way 
f ministerial absolution. 

Cyprian argues upon this foot against the baptism of heretics 
od schismatics, that baptism given by them is of no benefit to 
1e receiver, because they are not of the number of those to 
hom Christ gave commission to remit sins, as not being en- 
ued with the Holy Spirit. ‘Seeing,’ says he'4, ‘ that remis- 
on of sins 1s granted to every man in baptism, the Lord in 
is Gospel declares and proves, that sins can only be remitted 
y them who have the Holy Spirit. For after the resurrection, 
rhen he sent forth his disciples, he said unto them, “ As my 
‘ather sent me, so send I you. And when he had said this, he 
wreathed on them, saying, Receive ye the Holy Ghost. Whose- 
oever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto them; and whose- 
oever sins ye retain, they are retained.” In which place he 
hows, that they only can baptize, and grant remission of sins, 
who have the Holy Ghost.’ So again in another Epistle's: “ It 


13 B. 11. ch. 1. 8. 2. v. 4. p. 2. 


on. I, 2. 

14 Ep. 76. [al. 69.) ad Magnum. 
p. 185. (p. 297.) ....Cum in bap- 
ismo unicuique peccata sua remit- 
‘untur, probat et declarat in Evan- 
gelio suo Dominus, per eos solos 
ee posse dimitti, qui habeant 

piritum Sanctum. Post resurrec- 
ionem enim discipulos suos mit- 
tens, loquitur ad eos et dicit: Sicut 
misit me Pater, et ego mitto vos. 


Hoc cum dixisset, insufflavit et ait 
illis: Accipite Spiritum Sanctum. 
Si cujus remiseritis peccata, remit- 
tentur illi: si cujus tenueritis, tene- 
buntur. Quo in loco ostendit, eum 
solum posse baptizare, et remissio- 
nem peccatorum dare, qui habeat 
Spiritum Sanctum. 

15 Ep. 73. ad Jubaian. p. 201. (p. 
308.) Manifestum est autem ubi et 
per quos remissa peccatorum dani 
possit, que in baptismo scilicet da- 
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is manifest both where and by whom that remission of sins is 
granted, which is granted in baptism. For the Lord first gave 
that power to Peter, that whatsoever he loosed on earth 
should be loosed in heaven. And after his resurrection, he said 
to his disciples, “‘ Whosesoever sins ye remit, they are remitted 
unto them; and whosesoever sins ye retain, they are re 
tained.” Whence we understand, that no other have power to 
baptize, and grant remission of sins, but they who are made 
rulers in the Church by the evangelical law and ordinance of 
the Lord.’ Firmilian’® also follows Cyprian in the same ar- 
gument, proving from the same texts that heretics have no 
power to remit sins in baptism, because they are not in the 
Church, nor of the number: of those. to hom Christ gave that 
commission. 

Neither was it only Cyprian and Firmilian that thus asserted 
the power of remitting sins in baptism to belong to the ministers 
of Christ, but generally all other interpreters. Cyril of Alex- 
andria '7, expounding those words of our Saviour, ‘“‘ Whoseso- 
ever sins ye remit, &c.,” says, ‘ Spiritual men remit or retain 
sins, as I conceive, two ways. For either they call those to 
baptism who are worthy of it upon the account of a good life 
and approved faith, or else they forbid and repel those from 


tur. Nam Petro primum Dominus.. 
potestatem istam dedit, ut id solve- 
retur in ceelis, quod ille solvisset in 
terris. Et post resurrectionem quo- 
q e ad Apostolos loquitur, dicens, 

icut misit me Pater, &c.... Unde 
intelligimus, non nisi in ‘ecclesia 

repositis, et in Evangelica lege et 

ominica ordinatione fundatis, h- 
cere baptizare, et remissam peccato- 
rum dare. 

16 Ep. 75. ap. Cypr. p. 225. (p. 
324- ) Qualis vero error at et quanta 
sit cecitas ejus, qui remissionem 
pec nue dicit apud synagogas 

gereticorum dari posse, nec per- 
manet in fundamento unius eccle- 
siz, quz semel a Christo supra pe- 
tram solidata est; hinc intelligi po- 
test, quod soli Petro Christus dixe- 
rit: Quecunque ligaveris, &c.: et 
iterum in Evangelio, quando in 
solos Apostolos insufflavit Christus 
dicens, Accipite Spiritum Sanctum, 
&§c. Potestas ergo peccatorum re- 


mittendorum Apostolis data est, et 
ecclesiis, quas illi a Christo missi 
constituerunt, et episcopis, qui eis 
ordinatione vicaria successerunt. 

17 L. 12. in Ioan. 20, 23. (t. 4. 
p. r1o1 d. ) "Ad«uaoi ye pny apaprias’ 
q ToL karéxovow oi rveuparopépot, 
Kara 8v0 Tpétrous, Kara ye Sidvoray 
éunv’ i yap Kadovow €: emi TO Barriopa 
Tous, ois dy 98n Kat Tovrov ruyeiy 
aipeidero dia THY TOU Biov oepydrnra 
Kai rd BeSoxipacpevoy eis miotty. °H 
StaxwAvovoi Tivas, Kal THs Geias xa- 
ptros eLeipyoucty € ert obtrm Téews yeyo- 
ydras afious. “H nai xa€ erepov Tpd- 
Tov ddiaci Te rat Kparovow apaprias, 
emiTiGvres pev apaprdvovar Trois Tis 
éxxhyoias Téxvots, peravoovor be avy- 
yiv@aokorres® xadarep dpédet nat Tlav- 
dos Tov ev Kopivée Topvevoayra wa- 
pedisou pev els ddeBbpov rijs capKds, 
iva TO _ mvevpa cab’ mpociero d€ 
avéts, iva py) TH weptocorépa Aum 
xatamroG7. 
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the divine gift who are unworthy of it. This is one way of 
remitting or retaining sin. Another way is, when they punish 
and correct the children of the Church offending, and pardon 
them again upon their repentance: as Paul delivered the Co- 
rinthian over to the destruction of the flesh, that the spirit 
might be saved; and afterward received him, that he might 
not be swallowed up of overmuch sorrow.’ St. Ambrose ?® in 
like manner ascribes the power of remitting sins to the admi- 
nistration of baptism, as well as penance: and upon this ground 
he asks the Novatians, ‘ Why do ye baptize, if sins cannot be 
remitted by the ministry of man? what is the difference, 
whether priests assume this power as given to them in the 
exercise of penance, or the administration of baptism?’ Gau- 
dentius!9 says, ‘ It is this key of the sacraments that opens the 
gate of the kingdom of heaven.’ Consequently he must mean 
also, that so far as ministers are instrumental in conferring the 
sacrament of baptism, so far they are instrumental in procuring 
men that remission of sins which attends it. And for this rea- 
son Chrysostom2° magnifies the sacerdotal office upon a double 
account, ‘ because the priests have power to remit sins, both 
when they regenerate us, and afterwards:’ that is, both by 
baptism and penance, when they first admit men into the 
Church, and re-admit or reconcile them after any great trans- 
gression. But I mention this, not so much to explain the 
penitential discipline of the Church, in which baptismal 
absolution thas no concern, as to remark a few other necessary 
things. 

As, first, that sacerdotal absolution in general extends much 
further than is commonly apprehended: for it includes the 
whole transaction of baptism, whereby remission of sins is 
ministerially granted to every true member of Christ when he 
is first admitted into his Church. Whence it follows, secondly, 
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that sacerdotal absolution does not necessarily require any 
particular or auricular confession of private sins; forasmuch as 
that the grand absolution of baptism was commonly given 
without any particular confession. And therefore the Roman- 
ists vainly found the necessity of auricular confession upon 
those words of our Saviour, “‘ Whosesoever sins ye remit, they 
are remitted unto them:” as if there could be no absolution 
without particular confession; when it is so plain that the 
great absolution of baptism, the power of which is founded by 
the Ancients upon this very place, required no such particular 
confession. Thirdly, we may hence infer that the power of 
any sacerdotal absolution is only ministerial: because the ad- 
ministration of baptism, which is the most universal absolution, 
so far as man is concerned in it, is no more than ministerial. 
All the office and power of man in it is only to minister the 
external form, but the internal power and grace of remission 
of sins is properly God’s: and so it is in all other sorts of 
absolution. Therefore though baptismal absolution be no part 
of penitential discipline, yet by observing these things in it, we 
shall more easily discern the true nature of those other abeolu- 
tions, which have some relation to the penitential discipline of 
the Church. 

3. The first of these, though we may call it the second in 


by the general consideration of absolutions, was the absolution 


that was given by the ministry of the eucharist. This had 
some relation to penitential discipline, but did not solely belong 
to it. For it was given to all baptized persons, who never fell 
under penitential discipline, as well as those who lapsed, and 
were restored to communion again. And in both respects it 
was called the 16 réAcov, the perfection or consummation of 
a Christian ; there being no higher mystery than an ordinary 
Christian could partake of. To those who never fell into such 
great sins as required a public penance, it was an absouution 
from lesser sins, which were called venial, and sins of daily 
incursion: and to penitents who had lapsed, it was an absolu- 
tion from those greater sins for which they were fallen under 
censure. That it was esteemed such a general absolution in 
both cases, we learn from the characters which the Ancients 
give of it both at large and with a particular respect to its 
loosing the bonds of excommunication. 
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Cyprian ® says in general, ‘that when we drink the blood 
of the Lord and the cup of salvation, we put off the remem- 
brance of the old man, and forget our former secular conver- 
sation; and our sorrowful and heavy heart, which before was 
pressed with the anguish of our sins, is now absolved or set at 
liberty by the joyfulness of the divine indulgence or pardon.’ 
And more particularly that it was esteemed an absolution, as 
it resolved the bonds of excommunication without any other 
formality or ceremony of receiving the penitent into the com- 
munion of the Church, we learn from that order made in the 
first Council of Orange 2!, that such penitents as are ready to 
leave the body, shall have the communion without the recon- 
ciliatory imposition of hands: which, as we shall see by and 
by, was the usual and ordinary ceremony in reconciling peni- 
tents publicly at the altar, and what these were to have after- 
wards if they happened to survive. In the mean time this sort 
of communion, the eucharist taken without imposition of hands, 
was sufficient for the consolation or reconciliation of a dying 
person, according to the decrees of the Fathers, who con- 
gruously call this sort of communion their viaticum, or pro- 
vision for their journey. The fourth Council of Carthage 
has two canons implying the same thing. The first 22 says, 
‘If a penitent is strack dumb in his sickness, and 1s thought to 
be at the point of death, he shall be reconciled both by impo- 
stion of hands, and by the eucharist put into his mouth.’ 
And the other 25 grants the eucharist as an absolution by itself 
to penitents in sickness, if they chance to die; only providing, 
‘that in case they recover they shall not hold themselves ab- 
solved without imposition of hands also: because in case they 
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lationi (al. reconciliationi], secun- 
279.).... Hpoto sanguine Domini, 


dam definitiones Patrum, qui hu- 


et poculo salutari, exponatur (al. 
exponitur } memoria veteris hominis, 
¢ fiat [al. fit] oblivio conversationis 
pristinge is; et moestum pec- 
tus ac triste, quod prius peccatis 
tibus premebatur, divine in- 
ize leetitia resolvitur. 

aI C. 3. (t 3. p- 1448 d.) Qui re- 
cedunt corpore, accepta peni- 
tentia, placuit, sine reconciliatoria 
Manus impositione eos communi- 
care, quod morientis sufficit conso- 


jusmodi communionem congruenter 
vtaticum nominaverunt. 

22 C. 76. (t. 2. (p. 1206 a.).... Si 
continuo creditur moriturus, recon- 
cilietur per manus impositionem, et 
infundatur ori ejus eucharistia. 

23 C. 78. (ibid. b.) Pcenitentes, 

ui in infirmitate viaticum eucha- 
Tistize acceperint, non se credunt 
absolutos sine manus impositione, 
si supervixerint. 
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survived, they were obliged to perform the residue of their 
penance, which they should have done before, and then be 
reconciled by imposition of hands publicly at the altar; but if 
they died, the eucharist alone was a sufficient absolution for 
them.’ And this is confirmed by that memorable story, related 
by Eusebius 24 out of an Epistle of Dionysius, bishop of Alex- 
andria, concerning one Serapion, an aged man, who had led 
a virtuous life, but happened at last to lapse into idolatry in 
time of persecution. He had often sued for pardon, but no 
one would hearken to him, because he had sacrificed to idols. 
Afterward falling sick, he sent for one of the presbyters to 
come and absolve him in the night. The presbyter himself 
was sick, and could not go to him: but because the bishop had 
given in charge that absolution should be granted to all that 
were at the point of death, if they desired it, and especially if 
they had earnestly desired it before, that they might have 
hope and consolation in their last minutes, when they were 
about to leave the world, the presbyter sent him a little por- 
tion of the eucharist by the boy that came for him, bidding 
him to dip it in liquor, and put it into his mouth. Which he 
did, and presently the man expired. Upon which Dionysius 
himself makes this remark: ‘ That it was apparent that God 
preserved him, and continued him so long in life, till he might 
be absolved, and have his sins blotted out, and be owned by 
Christ for the many good deeds he had done.’ I need make 
no other reflection upon the story, since Dionysius tells us so 
plainly that to minister the eucharist to men was to grant 
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them absolution, and remission of sins, and peace and favour 
with Christ, when it was given in his name to worthy re- 
ceivers. And thus it was that the ministers of Christ, as his 
ambassadors, were always supposed to have the ministerial 
power to remit sins, and reconcile penitents to Christ, by this 
sacramental absolution.  ° 

4. The third sort of absolution is that of the word and 3. Of ab- 
doctrine, which is partly declarative, and partly operative and rer 
effective ; and is of use both in penitential discipline and out of sr di ‘ 
it. For the ministers of Christ, as his ambassadors, have com- the admini- 
mission and authority to make a general and public declaration elma 
of the terms of reconciliation and salvation to men. And this and doc- 
is also ministerially operative in working faith and repentance “"~ 
in men’s souls, which are the terms of salvation, whereby they 
obtain remission of sins: for “faith comes by hearing, and 
hearing by the word of God.” [Rom. 10, 17.] They have 
also power to declare to men in particular, that they are in a 
salvable state, when, upon the best human judgment that they 
can make, they apprehend and discern in them the necessary 
conditions of salvation. This is that key of knowledge whereby 
they open to men the gate of heaven, and the way to eternal 
life, procuring for them the remission of sins, and all the 
benefits of the Gospel-covenant. It is this that introduces men 
at first into God’s favour, and ascertains them of it; and when 
they are fallen from that state by wilful sin, it is a means, as a 
part of the Church’s penitential discipline, to reduce them back 
again to their forfeited estate and primitive condition. Upon 
which account hearing of the word of God, as we have seen 
before24, was always one station of penitents in the Church, 
and was an initiatory sort of reconcilement of them to God, 
introductory to the great and last reconcilement at the altar. 
And in this sense, the Ancients say, Christ gave his disciples 
power to remit sins. ‘Every man,’ says St. Jerom2, ‘is 
bound in the cords of his own sins: which cords and bonds the 
Apostles have power to loose, imitating their master, who said 


4 B. 18. ch.r. 8.4. p.g8, pre- 
ceding. 

% In Esai. 14, 17. (t.4. p. 255 a.) 
Funibus peccatorum suorum unus- 
quisque constringitur: quos funes 
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Apostoli, imitantes magistrum suum, 
qui eis dixerat, Quecunque solveri- 
tis super terram, erunt soluta et in 
celo. Solvunt autem eos Apostoli 
sermone Dei, et testimoniis Scrip- 
turarum, et exhortatione virtutum. 
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unto them: ‘ Whatsoever ye loose upon earth shall be loosed 
in heaven.” Now the Apostles loose them by the word of 
God, and testimonies of Scripture, and exhortation unto virtue.’ 
In like manner St. Ambrose? says, ‘ Sins are remitted by the 
word of God, whereof the Levite is the interpreter, and a sort 
of executor: and in this respect the Levite is the minister of 
remission.’ ‘It is the key of the word,’ says Maximus Tauri- 
nensis27, ‘ which opens the conscience to confession of sins, and 
includes therein the grace of the mystery of salvation unto 
eternity.’ Thus ministers are said to be instrumental in recon- 
ciling men to God, and procuring them remission of sins, 
because to them is committed the word of reconciliation. 

5. The fourth sort of absolution was that of intercession and 
prayer, which was used as a concomitant of most other absolu- 
tions. For baptism and the eucharist were either administered 
in a precatory form, or at least prayers and intercessions for 
pardon of sins always attended them: and so they did also the 
great and solemn reconciliation of penitents at the altar. And 
to prayer they commonly joined imposition of hands, a rite 
and ceremony of benediction that was used in all offices of re- 
ligion. By this persons were at first admitted to the state of 
catechumens, and by this trained up in their preparation for 
baptism. By this persons were confirmed in the close of bap- 
tism. By this ordinations were given to the clergy, and bene- 
dictions to all the people. And Albaspinzus?* has observed, 


26 De Abel et Cain, 1. 2. c. 4. (t. 1. 
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per Dei verbum, cujus Levites in- 
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impetrabant, qua corporis Christi 
mystici communioni et societati fide- 
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re, si oblationes et eucharistiam ex- 
cipias. Quarta et ultima erat abso- 
luta reconciliatio, maxima et perfecta, 
qua dignl, qui eucharistiam sume- 
rent, oblationem presentarent, e0- 
rumque participes fierent, reddeban- 
tur; quod unum tantumque bene- 
ficium summi boni loco Christiani 
numerabant. 
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‘that in the course of public penance this ceremony was at least 
four times used towards all that went through it, before they 
were completely reconciled and admitted to full communion. 
First, they were admitted to penance by imposition of hands: 
secondly, they had frequent imposition of hands whilst they 
were penitents in the order of kneelers or prostrators: thirdly, 
they were admitted to the lower degree of communion in 
prayers only without the oblation by the same rite: and, 
lastly, imposition of hands was one of the solemn rites of 
admitting them to the more perfect degree of reconciliation 
at the altar.’ 

Now though prayer and imposition of hands was not esteemed 
an absolution in all these cases, yet in many of them it certainly 
was. For Chrysostom 29, speaking of the several powers of the 
sacerdotal office and the methods of expiating sin, says, the 
priests do it ‘not only by their doctrine and admonition, but 
also by the assistance of their prayers: they have power of 
remitting sins not only when they regenerate us in baptism, 
but afterwards. For St. James [5, 14 and 15.] says, “Is any 
sick among you? let him call for the elders of the Church, 
and let them pray over him, anointing him with oil in the 
name of the Lord: and the prayer of faith shall save the sick, 
and the Lord shall raise him up; and if he have committed 
sins, they shall be forgiven him.”’ Pope Leo after the same 
manner makes sacerdotal absolution to consist in prayer. ‘The 
assistances of divine goodness,’ says he®, ‘are so ordained, 
that the divine indulgence is not to be obtained but by the 
supplications of the priests. And it is very useful and neces- 
sary that the guilt of sin should be loosed by the supplications 
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of the priests before the last day.’ Here remission of sins is 
plainly ascribed to the efficacy of intercession and prayer. 
St. Austin says, the prayers of holy men in the Church procure 
remission of sins both in baptism and penance. For he argues 
thus?!: ‘If the prayers of holy men in the Church procure re- 
mission of sins for those, who are baptized not by the dove 
but by the hawk, that is, not by good but by wicked men, if they 
-come to that sacrament in the peace of Catholic unity: why 
should not the prayers of the same men loose the sins of those 
who return from heresy or schism to Catholic unity?’ He adds 
a little after52, ‘that the prayers of the saints, that is, the 
mournings of the dove, grant remission of sins to those that 
are baptized in the peace of the Church, whatever the person 
be that administers baptism, whether he be a covetous man or 
an extortioner, because he only acts im the person of the 
Church, by whose prayers remission of sins is obtained.’ 
Therefore he exhorts the Donatists in another place 33, ‘to 
return to the peace of the Church, where by the joint prayers 
of two people united they might obtain remission of sins: for 
the Lord had said, “If two of you shall agree on earth as 
touching any thing that they shall ask, it shall be done for 
them of my Father which is in heaven.” [Matth. 18, t9.] If 
for two men, how much more for two people! therefore let us 
jointly fall down to supplicate the Lord: do you partake with 
us in unity, and let us partake with you in sorrow, that charity 
may cover the multitude of sins.’ Here again we see, remis- 
sion of sins is ascribed to prayer. And so Cyprian understood 
it when he thus addressed himself to those that had lapsed into 
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31 De Bapt. 1. 3. c. 17. (t.9. p. 
117d.) An forte per orationes sanc- 
torum spiritualium, eorum etiam 
 geicae solvantur, qui non per co- 
umbam, sed per accipitrem bapti- 
zantur, si ad illud sacramentum 
cum pace Catholice unitatis acce- 
dunt? Quod si ita est, cur non ergo 
per eorum orationes, cum quisque 
ab heresi aut schismate ad pacem 
Catholicam venit, ejus peccata sol- 
vuntur? 

82 C. 18. (ibid. p. 118 d.) Remis- 
sam tamen peccatorum non dabant 
[scil. raptores et avari], que per 


orationes sanctorum, id est, per 
columbe gemitus datur, quicunque 
baptizet, si ad ejus pacem illi perti- 
nent, quibus datur. 

83 L. 2. c. 13. (ibid. p. 106 e.) 
Multum valet ad _propitiandum 
Deum fraterna concordia. Ss duo- 
bus ex vobis, ait Dominus, convene- 
rit in terra, quicquid petieritis, fiet 
vobis. Si duobus hominibus, quanto 
magis duobus populis? Simul nos 
Domino prosternamus, participamini 
nobiscum unitatem, icipemur 
vobiscum dolorem, et caritas co- 
operiat multitudinem peccatorum. 
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idolatry>+. ‘We pray you to repent, that we may be able to 
pray to God for you: we first turn our prayers to you, that 
we may turn the same to God, and beseech him to have com- 
passion on you.’ Eusebius®> after Clemens Alexandrinus, 
notes this to have been the method whereby St. John obtained 
pardon of Christ for the young man, who after a pious education 
in the Church was become a most notorious robber upon the 
mountains: ‘he interceded with Christ by frequent prayers 
and fastings, and thereby restored him, a great example of re- 
pentance to the Church.’ And thus Tertullian®®, whilst he 
was a Catholic, represents Christ as ‘joining his intercession 
with the tears of the Church, and thereby obtaining pardon 
for the penitent sinner.’ The first Council of Orange?” ap- 
points this to be the way of reconciling heretics, who desire to 
become Catholics at the point of death: ‘If the bishop was not 
at hand, the presbyters were to consign them with chrism, and 
the benediction : which benediction was the same as imposition 
of hands and prayer.’ For as imposition of hands, by a figure, 
always implies prayer with imposition of hands, as an outward 
wign or ceremony accompanying prayer: so both these toge- 
ther are what the Ancients always mean by a benediction. 
So that when the Council bids those, who are baptized in 
heresy, ‘to be reconciled to the Church, or absolved by a bene- 
diction,’ it is plain that prayer is understood as the proper 
means of their absolution. And it is the same thing as is 
ordered in other canons*®, ‘that heretics so baptized should 
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Hereticos in mortis discrimine po- 
sitos, si Catholici esse desiderent, si 
desit episcopus, a presbyteris cum 
chrismate et benedictione consignari 
placet. 

38 C.17. (t. 4. p. 1013 b.) Bono- 
siacos,...quos baptizani in Trinitate 
manifestum est,....cum chrismate 
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ficit.—Conf. Leon. Ep. 92. ad Rustic. 
ce. 16. (CC. [Respons. ad Inquisit. 
18.] t. 3. p. 1409 a.).... Per manus 
impositionem, invocata virtute Spi- 
ritus Sancti, quam ab hereticis ac- 
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pulandi sunt.—Siric. Ep.1. ad Hi- 
mer. c. 1. (CC. t. 2. p. 1018 b.) Quos 
nos cum Novatianis aliisque here- 
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be received into communion-by chrism and imposition of 
hands,’ that is, unction to consign or confirm them with the 
Spirit which was wanting in their heretical baptism, and 
prayer with imposition of hands to give them the peace and 
communion of the Church. 

Of which way of reconciling and absolving penitent heretics, 
who were baptized out of the Church, we shall have occasion 
to discourse a little more distinctly hereafter?®. Here I only 
add further the testimony of St. Ambrose®9, who says, ‘ the 
priests execute that commission, which is given by Christ, 
(John 20, 23.) for remitting of sins, as intercessors by their 
prayers: they make request, but God bestows the gift: the 
service is human, but the bounty of forgiveness is from the 
power above.’ So that if this be not the only way whereby 
the ministers of Christ are empowered to remit sins, as some of 
the Schoolmen themselves have determined, yet it was certainly 
one way, and that of general use in the primitive Church, as is 
clearly evident from the present allegations, and will be made 
more apparent in the sequel of this discourse. 


hee 6. For prayer had a considerable share in the great and 
lution of “nal absolution of penitents, when after they had performed 
nitents 


their canonical penance they were solemnly reconciled and 
thom fal received to the peace and perfect communion of the Church at 
a sae ho ras the altar. This was that famous way of remitting sins and 
communion absolving sinners of which we read so much in the monuments 
Rae of the Fathers and Councils, where they speak of penitential 
discipline and absolution of sinners. This is what is generally 
meant by those ancient phrases, ‘granting them peace,’ ‘ re- 


ticis, sicut est in synodo constitu- 
tum, per invocationem solam septi- 
formis Spiritus, episcopalis manus 
impositione, Catholicorum conventui 
sociamus.—Innoc. Ep. 2. ad Victric. 
c. 8. (CC. ibid. p. 1251 ¢c.) Ut veni- 
entes a Novatianis vel Montensibus 
per manus tantum impositionem 
suscipiantur.—Ep. 18. ad Alexandr. 
c. 3. (CC. ibid. p. 1269 d.) Arianos 
preeterea, ceeterasque hujusmodi pes- 
tes, quia eorum laicos conversos ad 
Dominum, sub imagine peenitentie 
ac Sancti Spiritus sanctificatione per 
manus impositionem suscipimus, ke. 


——Ep. 22. c. 4. (CC. ibid. p. 1274 b.) 


Nostree lex est ecclesiz, venientibus 
ab hereticis, qui tamen illic baptizati 
sint, per manus impositionem laicam 
tantum tribuere communionem. 

38 Ch. 2. 8s. 7—9. pp. 201—208. 

39 De Spir. Sanct. 1. 3. c. 19. ioe 
c. 18.] (t. 2. p.693 f. n. 137.) 
mines autem in remissionem pecca- 
torum ministerium suum exhibent, 
non jus alicujus potestatis exercent. 
Neque enim in suo, sed in Patris et 
Filii et Spiritus Sancti nomine pec- 
cata dimittunt. Isti rogant, divini- 
tas donat; humanum enim obse- 
quium, sed munificentia superne est 
potestatis. 
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storing them to communion,’ ‘ reconciling them to the Church,’ 
‘loosing their bonds,’ ‘ granting them pardon and indulgence,’ 
and ‘remitting their sins,’ which are but so many different 
ways of expressing this one thing, viz., the solemn manner of 
absolving public penitents and admitting them to full commu- 
nion when their canonical penance was regularly performed. 
And this comprehended all the other ways of absolution, ex- 
cept that of baptismal absolution. For as I noted before, [in 
the opening of the second section of this chapter, ] no penitent 
that had once been regularly baptized was ever admitted to 
communion by a second baptism: but they had the absolution 
of prayer and imposition of hands, and the absolution of the 
eucharist, and the declaratory absolution of the word and doc- 
trine: for solemn prayer was made to God for them to procure 
their absolution from him; and the solemn imposition of hands 
was given them to signify their reconciliation; and the eucha- 
rist was immediately given them to restore them to the com- 
munion of the altar; and by the whole a declaration was made 
that they were now again in the society and peace of the 
Church, and in favour with God, as far as human understanding 
could make any judgment of them. And upon this account 
some ancient writers acknowledge no other sorts of absolution 
but only two; the baptismal absolution, which is antecedent to 
all penitential discipline; and this of reconciling public peni- 
tents to the communion of the altar: because this latter com- 
prehends all the other ways of absolution in the several acts 
and ceremonies that were used in the conferring of it. Thus 
we have heard before‘° Cyril of Alexandria expounding those 
words of the commission, (John 20, 23.) ‘“‘ Whosesoever sins ye 
remit, they are remitted unto them.” He says, ‘ Spiritual men 
remit or retain sins two ways: for either they call those to 
baptism who are worthy of it upon the account of a good life 
and approved faith ; or else they forbid and repel those from 
the divine gift who are unworthy of it. This is one way of 
remitting or retaining sins. The other way is, when they cor- 
rect and punish the children of the Church offending, and 
pardén them again upon their repentance.’ 

Now because the ministers of Christ are in a great measure 
the proper judges of men’s qualifications, both for baptism and 

# See n. 17, preceding. 
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the eucharist, therefore a great power and authority was 
allowed them in both these cases to examine into men’s be- 
haviour and faith, and to judge who were fit and who were not 
fit for the reception of them; and accordingly to minister or 
not minister to them those mysteries which were the means of 
conveying remission of sins to the worthy receiver; and so 
they were invested with a sort of absolute judicial authority in 
the external administration of these things with respect to the 
outward communion of the Church, though not with an abso- 
lute authority over the conscience in respect to God, who alone 
can properly remit sin and absolve the sinner. So they acted 
in a double capacity in these matters; as judges in respect of 
men’s visible qualifications for the sacraments, and the proper 
time and season of admitting them to the participation of them; 
having power to shorten or prolong the time as they judged of 
the negligence or proficiency of the petitioning parties: but 
they acted only as intercessors to God for them, as to any 
thing pertaining directly and properly to the purification of 
the conscience from sin, which is not in man’s power, but only 
in a ministerial way to do those things which as means of grace 
may contribute towards obtaining a proper absolution and re- 
mission of sins from God, in whose power only is the absolute 
power of forgiving sins.’ 

This is the true state of the matter as to what concerns the 
several sorts of absolution in use in the ancient Church, and 
particularly that absolution which was given to public penitents 
upon their restoration to communion; the manner and cere- 
monies of which, with other incidental circumstances, I shall now 
go on a little further to explain. 


CHAP. II. 


Of the customs, rites, and circumstances anciently observed 
in the public absolution of sinners. 
biter 1. Wuen sinners had performed their regular penance, and 
bsolved carefully gone through the several stages of discipline appointed 
Mrheyhed for the distinct orders of penitents in the Church, they were 
heir regu- then admitted to complete and perfect communion by the great 
septa and last reconciliatory absolution. But this was anciently 


granted to none before they had orderly completed the full 
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term of their penance, unless it was in case of imminent death, case of im- 
when their desperate case made it reasonable to treat them a ary 
little more favourably, and grant them an indulgence, which 
no consideration but that extraordinary exigence could procure 
them. Indulgences were not then bought and sold, as they 
were most shamefully in after-ages: much less was bare 
confession sufficient to gain a man absolution, before he had 
done a formal and serious penance to the satisfaction of the 
Church. 

The Audian heretics indeed were very faulty in this matter, 
as Theodoret*! informs us, for they not only assumed to them- 
selves a despotic authority like the Donatists, to pardon sins 
by their own power, but also hastily granted remission upon a 
bare confession, without staying for any fruits of repentance, 
or prescribing any time for the public manifestation of them, 
as the laws of the Church always required. And there were 
some presbyters of the Church in Cyprian’s time who for 
favour or filthy lucre were much inclined to admit lapsers, 
without any just penance done, in a very hasty and prepos- 
terous manner to communion. And the martyrs, by their 
artifices and frauds, were many times induced to intercede to 
the bishops for such sinners, and almost demand of them an 
immediate re-admission of the offenders. But Cyprian very 
sharply remonstrates against this usurpation and abuse in 
several Letters‘?, written both to the clergy, and the martyrs, 
and the people themselves, wherein he sets forth both the 


41 De Heret. Fabul. 1. 4. c. 10. gis lapsis obsunt.—Ibid. (p. 195.)..- 
(t.4. part. 1. p. 365.) Obra: dpeow Decipit miseros; ut, qui possunt, 
irewy moveicOa veawevovras. agentes penitentiam veram, Deo qua 


apaprTy 
Atyn yap ras lepds BiSAous pera trav 
wWOcov Steddvres, Siahepdyras yap rav- 
ras voui{ovasy amoxpuous cal pvote- 
kas, kal, oriynddv evOev xai evOev re- 
Gecxdres, StaBaive Exacrov perakv 
tourwy KeAevovol, Kal ra wAnupedn- 
Gévra dpuodoyeiy’ elra rois mpodoyr- 
kdot Swpovvra thy aherw® ov ypdvoy 
dpe{dpevos eis perayoay, xabd xedev- 
ovo ol ris exxAnoias Oeopol, dAX’ 
eLovoig moovpevas Thy ovyxopnow. 
42 Ep. to. fal. “64 ad Cler. Pp. 37- 
(p. 194.)... Quando decipiatur fra- 
ternitas nostra a quibusdam vestrum, 
qui, dum sine ratione restituendze 
salutis plausibiles esse cupiunt, ma- 


patri et misericordi precibus et ope- 
ribus suis satisfacere, seducantur ut 
magis pereant; et qui erigere se 
ssent, plus cadant, &c.—Ep. 11. 
al.15.] ad Martyr. p. 34. (p. 193.) 
... Ante actam pecenitentiam, ante 
exomologesim gravissimi atque ex- 
tremi criminis factam ...offerre pro 
illis et eucharistiam dare... Ea enim 
concedere, ... decipere est. Nec eri- 
gitur sic lapsus, sed per Dei offen- 
gam magis impellitur ad ruinam.— 
De Lapsis, p. 128. (p. 92.) Non con- 
cedit pacem facilitas ista, sed tollit : 
nec communionem tribuit, sed im- 
pedit ad salutem. 
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irregularity and the danger of the practice; telling the people 
particularly, that this indulgent facility in the clergy to grant 
them such a preposterous peace did not really give them peace 
but destroy it; nor grant them true communion, but only 
hinder their salvation. And St. Ambrose*? makes a hike 
reflection on the vanity of those who seek for such a sudden 
restoration. ‘Some men,’ says he, ‘desire to be admitted to 
penance only for this reason, that they may presently receive 
the communion again. These men do not so much desire to be 
absolved themselves as to bind the priest: for they retain their 
evil conscience; and therefore the priest sins greatly in ad- 
mitting men who give no signs of repentance to communion 
against the laws of the Church. 

There was one case indeed in which men might be reconciled 
privately, when they had not perfectly gone through their 
whole course of penance; which was, when they lay sick and 
despaired of upon a death-bed: but that was an extraordinary 
case, and the only exception that the general rule admitted of; 
and was only a private and not a solemn and public reconcilia- 
tion: and even in that case, as I have shewn before“‘, the 
canons provided, that if the sick man recovered he should per- 
form the residue of his penance in the regular course appointed 
for public penitents, before he was solemnly reconciled at the 
altar. So that the custom of absolving sinners in health, be- 
fore any penance is done, must be determined to be not only a 
novelty, but a great abuse and corruption of the ancient disci- 
pline, wholly owing to the degeneracy of latter ages. 


Penitents 2. As to the manner of the ancient reconciliation, it was 
brace! i, Usually thus performed. When a sinner had gone through the 


oe at course of his penance he was brought to the altar in the same 
: habit that he had performed his penance in, that is, in sack- 
cloth, and there with solemn prayers and tears and imposition 
of hands received to full communion. The circumstance of 
sackcloth is mentioned by the first Council of Toledo‘; and 


#3 De Penitent. 1. 2. c.g. (t. 2. 
434 f. n.87.) Nonnulli ideo cet 
penitentiam, ut statim sibi reddi 
communionem velint. Hi non tam 
se solvere cupiunt, quam sacerdotem 
ligare: suam enim conscientiam 
culpa non exuunt, et sacerdotis in- 


duunt, cui preceptum est, Noléte 
sanctum dare canibus, neque miseriiis 
margaritas vestras ante porcos. — 

44 Ch. 4. 8. 3. p. oe 

45 C. 2. (t. 2. p. 4224 a.).. 
licam peenitentiam gerens eub sii, 
divino fuerit reconcihatus altario. 
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the place of reconciliation said to be the altar, not only by that 
Council but by Optatus+®, who speaking to the Donatists, and 
of their way of reconciling penitents, which was the same as 
was used in the Catholic Church, tells them, that at the same 
time that they laid hands on sinners, and remitted their sins, 
they turned to the altar and said the Lord’s Prayer. And so 
St. Jerom*? says, the bishop enjoins the people common prayer 
when he reconciles any one, who had been delivered over unto 
Satan, to or at the altar. 

8. Yet in some cases, when the crime was very public, and Sometimes 
more than ordinarily notorious and scandalous to all the people, licly, apa 
the criminal for example’s sake received his absolution in a pe oF 
more public place, before the apsis, or reading-desk, in the desk. 
open body of the church, and in the view of all the people. 

‘This we learn from a canon of the third Council of Carthage 48 
inserted into the African Code‘, which says, ‘ that if any peni- 
tent’s crime be public, or vulgarly known to all, so as to have 
given scandal to the whole Church, he shall receive imposition 
of hands, (that is, his absolution,) before the apsis.’ Learned 
men indeed are not exactly agreed about the sense of this 
canon: Du Fresne>°, after Balsamon and Zonaras, takes the 
apsts for the church-porch ; and Zonaras*' says, the imposition 


# Optat. |. 2. p.57. (p. 52.) Inter 
vicina momenta, dum manus impo- 
nitis, et delicta donatis, mox ad al- 
tare conversi, Dominicam orationem 
preetermittere non potestis. 

47 Dialog. cont. Lucifer. c. 2. (al. 
5-| (t. 2. p. 175 a.)...Sacerdos... 
indicta in populum oratione altario 
reconciliat. 

48 C. 32. (t.2. p.1171 e.) Cujus- 
cunque peenitentis publicum et vul- 
gatissimum crimen est, quod uni- 
versam ecclesiam commoverit (al. 
universa ecclesia noverit |, ante apsi- 
dem (al. absidem*] manus ei im- 
ponatur. 

49 C. 43. (ibid. p. 1070 e.) Oin- 
vos Onrore S€ perayoovvros, ef mrov- 
Brcxow xai reOpvdAdAnpevoy eori rd 
éyxAnua, rd cUpmacay Tih éxxAnciay 
uvovy, mpd THs aides rourp 7) xelp 


wire 


50 Comment. in Paul. Silentiar. 
p- 537- (ap. Byzant. Hist. Scriptor. 
t. 13. p. 204. n. 20. col. dextr.) Ita 
porro ayida interpretatur Zonaras in 
canone 46. Concil. Carthag.: Té yap 
™po THS 7 ee mpd Tov mporvAaiou 
€oriv. nde cum in Synodo 3. 
Carthaginiensi, can. 32., cavetur, ut 
its, quorum crimina publica sunt, ante 
absidem manus imponatur : id vide- 
tur intelligendum de abside narthe- 
cis, ubi consistebant poenitentes, non 
vero de absida, seu concha altaris. 

51 [In c. citat., qui est c. 46. C. 
Carth. ap. Bevereg. Pand. (t.1. p. 

69 a.) Acd rots rovovros cai €£o THs 
exxAnoias rds yeipas émiriOévat, Kal 
woleiy avrovs peravoouvras 6 Kavoy 
dwararrera, Somep é£o ray lepav 
mwepiBdrwv éardvat kat mpockAalety’ 
Td yap mpo THs aYidos mpd Tov mpo- 
mvuAaiov eoriv. ED. | 


* [Vid. Suicer. Thes. Eccles. voce ’Ayis. (t. 1. p. 612. n. 2.) Latinis patribus 


dicitur absis vel absida, &c. Ep.]} 
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of hands means the first imposition that admitted them to 
penance: Albaspinzeus*? thinks the apsis means the same as 
the ambo or reading-desk ; where the penitents of the third 
class, called the substrators, kneeled down daily to receive im- 
position of hands; and to this he thinks the imposition of 
hands, mentioned in the foresaid canon, chiefly relates, but 
with this difference, that whereas ordinary penitents received 
their imposition of hands a little more privately behind the 
desk, these more notorious and scandalous criminals, which the 
canon speaks of, received it publicly before the desk in the 
face and view of all the people. He also is of opinion, that 
their final absolution was given them in the same place; and 
that I take to be the true meaning of the imposition of hands 
in the canon now before us. 

Absolution +4. However it is certain, whatever the sense of that canon 

clears altar be, that the great and final absolution of public penitents was 
always performed in a supplicatory form by imposition of hands 


given in a 


supplica- 
sa form 
y impo- 
sition of 
hands and 
prayer. 


and prayer. 


This is evident from the forementioned testimo- 


nies of Optatus and St. Jerom>?. Cyprian speaks often of it, as 


used both in public and private 


52 In c. eund. (CC. t. 2. p. 1188 
e.) Canonis tamen hujus veram hanc 
sententiam esse censeo, si, unde om- 
nium fidelium exulcerantur animi, 
quod quidem omuium oculis pateat, 
peccatum crimenque atrocissimum 

tratum sit, omnino esse prestan- 

um, ut a quo id admissum est, is 
preter communem aliorum consue- 
tudinem atque morem, supplicio quo- 
dam exquisito, quod pro exemplo 
sit, pcenas luat: sed ita, ut ne trans- 
versum quidem unguem a prescripto 
cerimoniarum, aut asperitatum, quz 
tertio gradu comprehenduntur, in 
terram sese abjiciat, crebra illa ma- 
nuum impositione ante absidem pur- 
getur, ceeteraque precum ac purga- 
tionum genera non negligat; idque 
non illo protrito, aut usitato, aut 
aliis tertii gradus pcenitentibus de- 
stinato, retro ambonem loco fiat, sed 
ante absidem: hoc est, in patenti 
ecclesia, et in loco unde ejusmodi 
poenitentes eorumque purgationes ab 
omnibus conspici possent. Omnibus 
quidem peenitentibus tertii gradus 
manus crebro imponebantur, et pur- 


reconciliation. In one place 
gabantur retro ambonem, qui locus 
est extra: sed juxta chorum, ut vo- 
cant: an vero ante absidem idem sit 
ac retro ambonem, et hoc canone 
nihil aliud sibi velint Patres, nisi ut 
retro anbonem purgentur ejusmodi 
gravia crimina, (alibi enim, si ita 
visum fuisset episcopo, poterant pur- 
gari) an vero ante absidem, lectoris 
erit judicium. Quszecumque tandem 
sit hujusce vocis, ante absidem, notio 
et significatio, certum est hujusce 
canonis mentem esse, ut eorum gra- 
vissimorum criminum peenitentia et 
purgatio in omnium oculis consti- 
tuatur, exemplique cujusdam vim 
rationemque prupositi subeat. Nec 
video, cur non ea ratione explicandus 
sit canon ille, omissa illa et post- 
habita tot dissimilium explicationum 
mole supervacanea. 

53 S$. 2. nn. 46 and 47, preceding. 

54 Ep. 12. [al.17.] ad Pleb. p. 39. 
(p.197.) Nam cum .... penitentia 
agatur justo tempore, et exomologe- 
sis fiat, inspecta vita ejus qui agit 
penitentiam; nec ad communica- 
tionem venire quis possit, nisi prius 
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he says, ‘all penitents continued a just time in the exercise of 
penance; they made their confessions, and their life was ex- 
amined, and then they were received to communion by imposi- 
tion of hands given them by the bishop and clergy; and there 
was no other way of being reconciled but this.’ He repeats 
this again in other places>5, and both there and elsewhere com- 
plains of some of his presbyters, who transgressed this rule >, 
and admitted penitents to the eucharist before this ceremony 
of admission was regularly performed toward them. He also 
shows that private reconciliation of penitents upon a death-bed 
was performed after the same manner*’: they made their con- 
fession before a presbyter or deacon ; and, ‘if they were in dan- 
ger of death, imposition of hands was given them, that they 
might depart hence in peace unto the Lord.’ Which shows, 
that he speaks not only of the intermediate imposition of 
hands, which was given daily to the third order of penitents 
called prostrators, whilst they were doing their penance, but 
also of the last imposition of hands, which was given to peni- 
tents at their final reconciliation to the communion of the 
Church. This some canons therefore call the reconciliatory 
tmposition of hands, to distinguish it from all other kinds, 


whether in penance or out of penance. 


illi ab episcopo et clero manus fu- 
erit imposita. 

55 Ep. ro. [al. 16.] p. 37. (p. 195-) 
... Cum in minoribus pcccatis agant 
peccatores pcenitentiam justo tem- 
pore, et secundum discipline ordi- 

mem ad exomologesin veniant, et, 
per manus impositionem episcopi et 
cleri, jus communicationis accipiant; 
nunc crudo tempore, persecutione 
adhuc perseverante, nondum resti- 
tuta ecclesiz ipsius pace, ad com- 
municationem admittuntur; et, offer- 
tur nomen eorum, et nondum pe- 
nitentia acta, nondum exomologesi 
facta, nondum manu eis ab episcopo 
et clero imposita, eucharistia illis 
datur, &c. 
56 De Lapsis. p. 136.—Ep. 12. 
al.17.] p.39.—Ep. 11. [al. 15.] ad 
artyr. p. 34. See 8.1, the third 
part of n. 42, preceding. 

57 Ep. 13. (al. mae 40. (p. 197.) 
-.. Si commodo aliquo et infirmi- 
tatis periculo occupati fuerint, non 
exspectata preesentia nostra, apud 
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presbyterum quemcunque presen- 
tem, vel si presbyter repertus non 
fuerit, et urgere exitus cceperit, 
apud diaconum quoque exomologe- 
sin facere delict: sui possunt, ut, 
manu eis in penitentia imposita, 
veniant ad Dominum cum pace.— 
Ep. 14.%[al. 19.] p. 41. (p. 198.) 
Satis plene scripsisse me ad hanc 
rem proximis literis ad vos factis 
credo, ut qui libellum a martyribus 
acceperunt, et auxilio eorum adju- 
vari apud Dominum in delictis suis 
possunt, si premi infirmitate aliqua 
et periculo cceperint, exomologesi 
facta, et manu eis a vobis in peeni- 
tentia imposita, cum pace a mar- 
tyribus sibi promissa ad Dominum 
remittantur.—Ep. 15. (al. 20.] p.43. 
(p. 200.) wlandavi, ut ....8i qui, li- 
bello a martyribus accepto de sx- 
culo excederent, exomologesi facta, 
et manu eis in peenitentia imposita, 
cum pace sibi a martyribus promissa 
ad Dominum remitterentur. 


O 
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The custom continued in Afric to give dying penitents re- 
conciliation in this manner by imposition of hands in the time 
of St. Austin and the fourth Council of Carthage. For so that 
Council** appointed: ‘If a man in sickness desires penance, let 
him receive it; and, if the signs of death be upon him, let him 
be reconciled by imposition of hands, and let the eucharist be 
put into his mouth.’ But in other places the eucharist alone 
was given to dying penitents, as their viaticum, when they 
had not performed their whole penance in health; and if they 
happened to recover, then they were to finish their penance in 
their ordinary course; and when they had given evidence of a 
true repentance by the proper fruits of it, they were then to 
be received publicly to communion by the reconciliatory impo- 
sition of hands, as in this case the first Council of Orange 59 ap- 
pointed. Now, though there be no mention made of prayer in 
this way of reconciliation, yet it always is to be understood, 
according to that of St. Austin ©, who says, ‘ that imposition of 
hands is nothing else but prayer ;’ that is, a ceremony attend- 
ing all prayers of benediction: which therefore both he® and 
other writers® sometiines more expressly call orationem ma- 
nus impositionis, the prayer of imposition of hands: some 
forms of which, both for penance and other benedictions, may 
be seen in the author of the Apostolical Constitutions®; and 


“8 C. 76. (t. 2. p.1206a.)... Ac- 
cipiat poenitentiam ; et, si continuo 
creditur moriturus, reconcilietur per 
manus impositionem, et ori ejus in- 
fundatur eucharistia. 


manus impositionis puto sanctifi- 
cari. 

62 Clemens Alexandr. Peedagog. 
1. 3. C. 11. p. 291. (p. 291. 4.) Ti 
yap 6 mperBurepos emerinot yeipa; 


59 C. 3. (t. 3. p. 1448 d.)... Quod 
si supervixerint, stent in ordine pe- 
nitentium, ut, ostensis necessariis 
penitentie fructibus, legitimam 
communionem cum reconciliatoria 
manus impositione recipiant (al. 
percipiant].—See this canon more 
fully recited in b. 18. ch. 4. 8s. 3. 
p. 148. n. 62. 

60 De Bapt. 1. 3. c. 16. (t. 9. p. 
117 b.) Quid est enim [nempe, ma- 
nus impositio] nisi oratio super 
hominem ? 

61 De Peccator. Merit. 1. 2. c. 26. 
(t. 10. p.62e.) Non unius modi est 
sanctificatio: nam et catechumenos 
secundum quendam modum suum 
per signum Christi et orationem 


2 


riva 8€ evAoynoe.—Euseb. 1. 1. c. 
13. (Vv. I. p. 40. 21.) “Os nai auvrés 
mpocekOav tims rovs mdédas avrou 
€mecev, evxas re did yetpds AaBedy 
€JeparrevOn.—Ibid. 1. 7. ¢. 2. (ibid. 
P- 322. 23.) Hadad ye roe xexpatn- 
xoros €Oous, émi ray roovrey porn 
xpnoOa + 8d yxepay embeceus 
evx7.—Constit. Apost. 1. 8. ¢. 9. 
(Cotel. V. I. p. 395) XetpoGecia Kai 
evy7 Umép ray év peravoia. 

*S L. 8. c. g. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 395.) 
Tlavroxpdrop Geé aidme, Aéowora 
tav GAwy, Kriora xat Upvran ray 
mavTwy’ 6 Tov avOpwroy Kégpou Kéc- 
pov avadeitas 8:4 Xprorov, xai wdpor 
8ovs air@ euduroy xai ypawror, xpos 
TO (nv avroy evOeopws, os Acyidy, 
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particularly for reconciling of penitents there is an order®, 
‘that the bishop shall receive them to communion with imposi- 
tion of hands, and the prayer of the whole Church for them.’ 
The form of this prayer is in the end of St. James’s Liturgy, 
under the title of Evy rot ‘IAacpod, The Prayer of Propitia- 
tion®5, which is directed to Christ in these words: ‘O Lord 
Jesus Christ, Son of the living God, thou Shepherd and Lamb, 
that takest away the sins of the world, that forgavest the debt 
to the two debtors, and grantedst remission of sins to the sinful 
woman, and gavest to the sick of the palsy both a cure and 
a pardon of sins; remit, blot out, and pardon our sins, both vo- ' 
luntary and involuntary, whatever we have done wittingly or 
unwittingly by transgression and disobedience, which thy Spirit 


knoweth better than we ourselves. 


eal Gpaprévre tnoOnxny Sous mpos 
perdvotay Tv GavToU ayabdrnra, é ém- 
Ge emi Tovs rexAckéras got aux éva Wu- 
ns, al owparos" ore ov Rovner roy 
ayaroy Tou apaprwdo, GAAG Thy pe- 
Tayoway, dore _Groarpéeyar avrov amd 
rs é8ov avrov ris movnpas, kai (nv 
‘O Nuwevirav mpooSefdpevos Hy pe- 
rdyoay, 6 Oédoy wdyras avOpwrous 
owOnvat, Kai els ériyvwow dAnGeias 
€XGetv, 6 Tov vidy mpoaSeEduevos, Tov 
karapayovta Tov Bioy avrov doors, 
warpixois omhayxvors, dua Thy pera- 
ypoay, auTos Kat voy mpdadefat Tay 
ixeréov gov THY perdyvociy" Ort ouK 
for, és aux dpaprycerai got. *Eav 
yap auaprias maparnpnon, Kupie, Ku- 
pte, ris UmoorTnaeras ; ort (Tapa got 6 
Dacpds ¢ €or" cal drroxardaTnoov au- 
Tous ht) ayig ou éxrAnoig, ev TH 
mporépa afia xal THs da rou Xpic- 
rou rov Ocov xai Lwrhpos nay be 
ob cos ddfa cal mpooKumars, ev TH 
“Ayiep TIvevpart, els rovs aiavas. ’A- 
pnv.—Vid. c. 39. See before, b. 13. 
ch. ro. 8.8. v.4. p. 561. n. 31. 

64 Ibid. 1. 2. c.18. (ibid. p. 226.) 
... Kai mpook\avoayra eiadexou, wa- 
ons THs exxAnoias umép avrou Seope- 

S, Kai xeipobernoas avrdy €a dourov 
eivar ev TH Troipri. 

65 Missa Jacobi. (ap. Bibl. Patr. 
Gr. Lat. t. 2. p- 23 e. 5.) Kupue 
‘Inood, Xpuore, Yie TOU Ocov {avros, 
"Apve cai Tloupsny, 6 aipov ry duap- 
Tiay Tov xdopov, TO Sdvevov Tos 


Svoi ypewperAerais yapiodpevos, Kal 


And whereinsoever thy 


ue apapror@ Ty dderw rév apap- 
Tia auTns ovs, 6 THY % taow T® Ta- 
padurix@ Sapnodpuevos, ou TH adéct 
TOY apapTiov avrou, aves, a ages, ovy- 
Xepyoov « é Beds Ta 7WAnppeAnpata 
npav Ta éxovowa, Ta dxovota, Ta ev 
yore, Ta ev dyvoig, ra éy mapaBaoet 
ral mapaxoy yevopeva, a olde 7d Ivev~ 
pa cou rd mavdyiov ineép Tous Bovhous 
gov’ Kat et Tm T@Y EVTOA@Y TOU, WS 
dv6pwrot odpxa opoivres, kal roy 
Kégpoy TOUTOY OLKOUYTES, ) éx Tov 
AraBdhov énhavnabyoay, et eire év y Ady, 

€y eye" etre Ud Katdpay inénegoy, 
) 7 io dvaGépart, mapaxaA@ kai 
déopar thy apardv cov diravOpwriay, 
T]? pev Abyp AvOqvac’ cvyxapnOnvat 


8¢ avrois Kat 7? Spr Kai ro dio 
avaepart Kara Thy ony dyabérqra. 
Kai, Aéorora Kupue, €igdxovgoy THs 
denoeas pov inép Tay Bove cou, 
kat mrapibe @$ apwnoixaxos Ta ér- 
TALC peEva | auta@y Grayra’ ovyxyepnooy 
avrois may mdnppeAnua éxovgidy Te 
rat dxovotoy" andhafov avrous THs 
aiwviov Kohdoews. =v yap ei. 5 év- 
Tedpevos 7 npiv, Aéywv, Gri, "Ooa dv 
Snonre ent THs vis; éorat Bedepeva 
év Trois ovpavois® nai doa dy Avante 
érl THS NS ecrrat AeAupeva év rows 
ovpavois’ ort ov el 6 Ocds jpaoy, 
Oeds Tov éAeciv cal coer ral a- 
gtévat apaprias Suvdpevos: rai mpé- 
Tet got bdfa ov rq avapxp Tarpi, 
ral T) Cworrorp Tvevpart, yoy Kai aei, 
rai eis Tous ai@vas rov alovey. *Auny. 
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rer 5. If it be inquired, when the use of the indicative form of 
itive form, &bsolution first began to be used in the Church; that is, the 
ate yab- form, I absolve thee! instead of the deprecatory form, Christ 
ed tillthe absolve thee! Morinus7° has fully proved, that there was no 
ae use of it till the twelfth or thirteenth century, not long before 
the time of Thomas Aquinas, [who flourished from about the 
year 1250 to 1265, and] who was one of the first that wrote in 
defence of it. And our own learned Bishop Usher?! has clearly 
proved the novelty of it from Aquinas himself. For he says”, 
‘there was a learned man in his time, who found fault with the 
indicative form of absolution then used by the priest, J absolve 
thee from all thy sins! and would have it to be delivered only 
by way of deprecation; alleging, that this was not only the 
opinion of Gulielmus Antissiodorensis, Gulielmus Parisiensis, 
and Hugo Cardinalis, [who all flourished about the middle of 
the thirteenth century;] but also that thirty years were scarce 
passed, since all did use this form only: Absolutionem et re- 
missionem tribuat tibt Omnipotens Deus! Almighty God give 
thee remission and forgiveness !’ This points out the time of 
the change so precisely, that learned men73, who allow the 
form in some sense proper to be used, make no scruple to de- 
clare their opinion of the novelty of it upon the strength of the 
foregoing considerations. 

6. If it be asked further, in what sense the indicative form 
of absolution may be allowed? it is answered, that 1t may be 
allowed several ways. 

1. As an act of jurisdiction, by those, who are entrusted 
with the power of receiving public penitents into communion, 
and loosing the bonds of cxcommunication, wherewith they 


n what 
ense that 
orm may 
e allowed. 


“0 De Penitent. 1. 8.' cc. 8, 9, &e. 


(pp. 533, 8eqq-) 
Pei Answer to the Jesuit’s Chal- 


qui omnes non vidit? &c. 

73 See Bp. Fell, Not. in Cypr. de 
Lapsis. p. 136. (p.97. n. 1-) Quan- 
lenge, p. 89. (Works, v. 3. p. 133.) tumvis nunc temporis formula judi- 
Yet in the days of Thomas Aquinas ciaria et edna he Ego te absolvo, 
there arose a learned man among ee ita a Christo per Apostolos 
the Papists themselves, &c. eratur ; ex adverso compertissimum 


72 Aquin. Opusc. 22. de Forma 
Absolutionis,c. 5. [Ord. Nov. Opusce. 
5. c.5.] (t.19. p. 181.) Addit etiam 
objiciendo, quod vix tnginta anni 
sunt, quando omnes hac sola forma 
utebantur: Absolutionem et remis- 
sionem, &c. Sed quomodo de omni- 
bus potest testimonium perhibere, 


habetur, per decem priora szecula in 
usu minime receptam : immo nec ad- 
huc in ecclesia Orientali invaluisse. 
Qua de re videantur quz diligenter 
congessit eruditissimus Morinus in 
Opere de Administrat. Sacrament. 
Peenitent. 1. 8. ce. 8-12. 
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were judicially and formally tied by the censure of the Church 
before. In this sense it is no impropriety for him, who has the 
key of jurisdiction, and power of relaxing, as well as inflicting 
Church-censures, to use the indicative form, J absolve thee! 
For this is only an external act of ecclesiastical power, that re- 
spects only the outward and visible communion, but does not 
directly or immediately affect the conscience. Therefore some 
learned persons7? not only allow the use of it in this sense, but 
think it was actually so used by some in the primitive Church. 
As by Zephyrinus Bishop of Rome, whom Tertullian’, after 
he was become a Montanist, upbraids, as saying, ‘I forgive the 
sins of fornication and adultery to those that do penance for 
them ;’ meaning, that he admitted them again to the peace and 
communion of the Church, which the Montanists and the No- 
vatians after them would by no means allow of. 

2. This indicative form, J absolve thee! may be interpreted 
to mean no more than the declaration of God’s will to a peni- 
tent sinner, that upon the best judgment the priest can make 
of his repentance, he esteems him absolved before God, and 
accordingly pronounces and declares him absolved: as St. 
Jerom7> observes, ‘the priests under the Old Law were said to 
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73 In Cypr. de Lapsis. p. 136. 
(ibid.) Notari autem poterit, in omni 
delicto duo spectanda occurrere. 
Primo offensam adversus Deum, de 
qua David Psalm. 51. In te, in te 
solum peccavi; in cujus remedium 
goer et resipiscentia unice pro- 

citur, juxta illud D. Petri, Act. 8, 
22. ad Simonem Magun, Peniten- 
tiam age ab hac itia tua, et roga 
Deum. Secundo intervenire offen- 
sam adversus fratres, de qua D. 
Paulus, 1 Cor. 8, 12. Peccantes in 
Sratres, et percutientes conscientiam 
eorum, &c. Cui amoliende venia 
ab ecclesia ceu parte lesa, et illius 
nomine ab episcopo qui eidem pre- 
est, omnino expetenda est, juxta 
lud Apostoli, 2 Cor. 2, 10. Cus 
autem aliquid donastis, et ego: nam 
et ego quod donavi, si quid donavi, 
propter vos in persona Christi. Et 

uidem quantum ad forum exterius, 
sive offensam adversus fratres, lo- 
cum fortassis habere poterit illa 
auctoritativa, quz in Occidentali 


ecclesia invaluit, formula, qua et 
usus fuisse videtur Zephyrinus Ter- 
tulliani seculo: Ego mechie et for- 
nicattonis delicta penitentia functis 
dimitto: L. de Pud. c. 1. Nec non 
illa Confessorum, Ep. 40. ad Pam. 
num. 26., Scias nos universis, 
quibus apud te ratio constiterit, quid 
post commissum egerint, dedisse pa- 
cem: et Ep. 21. Universis pacem 
dimisimus, &c.—See also Discourse 
of the Penitential Discipline of the 
Primitive Church, ch. 3. 8. 4. By a 
Presbyter [Nathaniel Marshall], &c. 
Lond. 1714. (Reprinted at Oxford 
for the Anglo-Catholic Library, 
1844. p. 144.) Of the Variation 
of the Form in absolving, Ae 

74 De Pudicit. c. 1. (p. 555 b.) 
Pontifex scilicet Maximus, [quod 
est] episcopus episcoporum, edicit 
[al. dicit], Ego et mechiz et forni- 
cationis delicta poenitentia functis 
dimitto. 

75 L. 7. in Esai. 23. (t. 4. p. 323 e-) 
De sacerdotibus in Levitico legimus, 
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cleanse a leper or pollute him; not that they were the authors 
of his pollution, but that they declared him to be polluted, who 
before seemed to many to have been clean.’ And in another 
place’6 he makes a more close remark concerning this matter, 
whilst he reflects upon ‘some bishops and presbyters in his 
own time, who, not understanding the true meaning of the 
commission to remit sins, assumed to themselves something of 
a pharisaical pride and loftiness, so as to imagine they had 
power cither to condemn the innocent, or absolve the guilty: 
when yet before God it is not the sentence of the priests, but 
the life of the criminals that is inquired into. We read in 
Leviticus concerning the lepers, where they are commanded to 
show themselves to the priests, and if they had the leprosy, 
they were then to be polluted or made unclean by the priest: 
not that the priests made them leprous or unclean, but because 
they had the power of judging who were leprous or not le- 
‘prous, and might discern who were clean or unclean. As 
therefore the priest makes the leper clean or unclean, so the 
bishop or presbyter here binds or looses, not properly making 
the guilty or the guiltless: but according to the tenour of his 
office, when he hears the distinction of sins, he knows who is 
to be bound and who is to be loosed.’ Upon this also the 
Master of the Sentences‘7, following St. Jerom, observes, ‘ that 


Contaminatione contaminabit eum... 
sacerdos, non quod [al. quo] con- 
taminationis auctor sit, sed quod 
fal. quo] ostendat eum contamina- 
tum, qui prius mundus plunmis 


leprosum sacerdos mundum vel im- 
mundum facit, sit et hic alligat vel 
solvit episcopus et presbyter, non 
eos, qui insontes sunt vel noxil, 


videbatur. 

76 In Matth. 16. t.9. p. 49. (t. 7. 
p. 124 e.) Istum locum episcopi et 
presbyteri non intelligentes, aliquid 
sibi de Phariseorum assumunt su- 
percilio, ut vel damnent innocentes, 
vel solvere se noxios arbitrentur : 
cum apud Deum non sententia sa- 
cerdotum, sed reorum vita quezra- 
tur. Legimus in Levitico de lepro- 
sis, ubi jubentur, ut ostendant se 
sacerdotibus, et si lepram habu- 
erint, tunc a sacerdote immundi 
fiant: non quod [al. quo] sacer- 
dotes leprosos faciant et immundos, 
sed quod [al. quo] habeant notitiam 
leprosi et non leprosi, et possint 
discernere qui mundus, quive im- 
mundus sit. Quomodo ergo ibi 


[faciens]: sed pro officio suo, cum 
peccatorum audierit varietates, scit 
qui ligandus sit, quive solvendus.— 

have supplied the word faciens, 
which the sense seems plainly to 
require. J. B. 

7 Lombard. Sentent. 1. 4. dis- 
tinct. 18. p. 334. (p. 472.) .... Et 
in remittendis vel in retinendis cul- 
pis id juris et officti habent evan- 
gelici sacerdotes, quod olim habe- 
bant sub lege legales in curandis 
leprosis. Hi ergo peccata dimittunt 
vel retinent, dum dimissa a Deo vel 
retenta indicant et ostendunt. Po- 
nunt etiam sacerdotes nomen Do- 
mini super filios Israel; sed ipse 
a ut dicit in Numeris, 16, 
371: 
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the priests of the Gospel have that right and office, which the 
legal priests had of old under the Law in curing the lepers. 
These therefore forgive sins or retain them, whilst they show 
and declare that they are forgiven or retained by God. For 
the priests “‘ put the name of the Lord” upon the children of 
Israel, but it was he himself that “blessed them,” as it is read 
in the 27th verse of the 6th chapter of Numbers.’ 

3. The indicative form, I absolve thee! may be used in the 
performance of any external act of the ministry, which is used 
as a means to obtain remission of sins of God: as in the ad- 
ministration of baptism or the eucharist. The priest may as 
well say, I absolve thee! as I baptize thee! for baptism is an 
absolution, as we have seen before: but then the priest’s part 
in it is only to administer the external form; but it is God that 
gives the internal grace, and spiritually baptizes with remission 
of sins. Yet forasmuch as the priest has power to minister the 
external form, he may say, I baptize thee! or, I wash thee with 
water! which washing is the outward means appointed by God 
to convey to us remission of sins, and the internal washing of 
our souls in the blood of Christ by the power of the Holy 
Ghost. So likewise in the administration of the eucharist a 
priest might say, I give thee the body of Christ! or, I absolve 
thee by the body of Christ! meaning, that he ministered to 
him the outward element of bread, which is the sacramental 
body of Christ, appointed to be used as a means to convey the 
real body of Christ and all his benefits, whereof absolution or 
remission of sins is one, to the worthy receiver. Our Church 
has not appointed the indicative form of absolution to be used 
in all these senses, but only once in the office of the sick, and 
that may reasonably be interpreted, according to the account 
given out of St. Jerom, a declaration of the sinner’s pardon, 
upon the apparent evidences of a sincere repentance, and the 
best judgment the minister can make of his condition; beyond 
which none can go but the Searcher of hearts, to whom alone 
belongs the infallible and irreversible sentence of absolution. 
But of this only by the way; I now return to the practice of 
the primitive Church : 

7. Where we may observe, that besides the common way of Chrism, 
reconciling ordinary penitents to the Church, there was some- why they 
thing often very peculiar in the reconciliation of heretics and were some- 
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timesadded Schismatics. For they were considered under a threefold de- 
pedis ia nomination or distinction: either they were such as had been 
handsin baptized in the Church, and afterward fell away from it: or, 


ohio te secondly, they were such as were baptized in heresy or schism, 

certain he- but with the usual form of baptism: or, thirdly, they were 

echismatics Such as had been baptized by heretics or schismatics, by such 

cae’,, ® corrupted form as destroyed the true nature and essence of 
the thing itself, and made it altogether a null and void baptism. 
The first sort were reconciled much after the same manner as 
other penitents, only making a confession and abjuration of 
their errors. But the second sort, because they wanted the 
true effect of baptism, that is, the grace or unction of the Holy 
Spirit, which they could not have out of the Church in heresy 
or schism, were therefore reconciled not only with imposition 
of hands, but with the holy unction or chrism added to it, to 
give them confirmation, and denote their reception of the Holy 
Spirit of peace upon their returning to the peace and unity of 
the Church. And the third sort, because they wanted true 
baptism, were received after the manner of Heathens, with a 
new baptism, because their first pretended baptism was alto- 
gether null and void. This was the distinction made between 
those several sorts of heretics, and the true grounds and rea- 
sons of the different observations in the Church’s discipline in 
their reconciliation and reception. 

The two latter sorts of heretics were scarce looked upon as 
properly penitents in the Church, but were rather received 
sub imagine penitentie, under the image and resemblance of 
the penance that was usually performed by those who had 
once been members of the Church, as Pope Innocent informs 
us in one of his Epistles 78; where, speaking of some who had 
been baptized by the Arians and other sects who retained the 
due form of baptism, he says, ‘they received them under the 


78 Ep. 18. ad Alexandrum, c. 3. 
(CC, t. 2. p. 1269 d.) Arianos cete- 
rasque hujusmodi pestes, quia eo- 
rum laicos conversos ad Dominum 
sub imagine peenitentiz ac Sancti 
Spiritus sanctificatione per manus 
impositionem suscipimus, non vide- 
tur, clericos eorum cum sacerdotii 
aut ministerii cujuspiam suscipi de- 
bere dignitate: quoniam quibus so- 


lum baptisma ratum esse permitti- 
mus, quod utique in nomine Patris 
et Filial et Spiritus Sancti perficitur, 
nec Spiritum Sanctum eos habere 
ex illo baptismate illisque mysteriis 
arbitramur: quoniam cum a Catho- 
lica fide eorum auctores desciscerent, 
perfectionem Spiritus, quam acce- 
perant, amiserunt, &c. 
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image of penance with imposition of hands and sanctification of 
the Holy Spirit, to perfect their baptism, which though given 
in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, yet wanted 
the grace of the Holy Spirit, which they could not have but 
upon their return to the peace and unity of the Catholic 
Church. Therefore then they received them with imposition 
of hands, and the unction of chrism, if they had not been 
anointed before.’ This he repeats in several other places 79 
And the same is confirmed by the testimonies of Siricius ®°, 
and Leo ®!, and St. Jerom 82, and Gennadius ®3, and the author 


79 Ep. 2. ad Victricium, c. 8. (CC. 
ibid. p. 1251 c.) Ut venientes a No- 
vatianis vel Montensibus, per manus 
tantum impositionem suscipiantur : 
quia quamvis ab hereticis, tamen 
in Christi nomine sunt baptizati : 

reter eos, 81 qui forte a nobis ad 
illos transeuntes rebaptizati sunt, &c. 
—Conf. Ep. 22. ad Episc. Macedon. 
cc. 4, 5. (ibid. p. 1274 b, c.) Ut di- 
citur, &c. 

80 Ep. 1. ad Himer. Tarracon. c. 1. 
(CC. ibid. p. 1018 a.) Prima pagine 
tuz fronte signasti, baptizatos ab 
impiis Arianis, plurimos ad fidem 
Catholicam festinare, et quosdam de 
fratribus nostris eosdem denuo bap- 
tizare velle, quod non licet: cum 
hoc fieri et Apostolus vetet, et Cano- 
nes contradicant, et, post cassatum 
Arminense Concilium, missa ad 
provincias a venerande memorize 
preedecessore meo Liberio generalia 
decreta prohibeant, quos nos cum 
Novatianis, aliisque hereticis, sicut 
est in synodo constitutum, per in- 
vocationem solam septiformis Spiri- 
tus, episcopalis manus impositione, 
Catholicorum conventui sociamus. 
Quod etiam totus Oriens Occidens- 
que custodit: a quo tramite vos 

uoque posthac minime convenit 
eviare, 81 non vultis a nostro col- 
io synodali separari sententia. 

81 Ep. 37. ad Leon. Ravennat. c. 2. 
(CC. t. 3. p. 1316 c.) Quod si ab 
hereticis baptizatum guempiam fu- 
isse constiterit, erga hunc nullatenus 
tacramentum regenerationis itere- 
tur: sed hoc tantum, quod ibi de- 
fuit, conferatur, ut per oa age 
manus impositionem virtutem Sancti 


Spiritus consequatur.—Ep. 92. ad 
Rustic. Narbon. quest. 18. (CC. ibid. 
. 1408 e.) De his, qui in Africa vel 
auritania venerunt, et nesciunt in 
qua secta sint baptizati, quid circa 
eos debeat observari? Resp. Non 
se isti baptizatos nesciunt, sed cujus 
fidei fuerint, qui eos baptizaverunt, 
se nescire profitentur. Unde quo- 
libet modo formam baptismatis ac- 
ceperint, baptizandi non sunt; sed 
per manus impositionem, invocata 
virtute Spiritus Sancti, quam ab 
hereticis accipere non potuerunt, 
Catholicis copulandi sunt. 

82 Dialog. cont. Lucifer. c. 8. [al. 
c. 24.] (t. 2. p. ie b.) Numquid 
dixit { Dominus], Rebaptizentur qui 
in Nicolaitarum fide baptizati sunt ? 
vel imponantur eis manus, qui eo 
tempore apud Pergamenos credide- 
runt, qui disciplinam tenebant Ba- 
laam? Quin potius, Age, inquit, 
penitentiam: &c. 

83 De Eccles. Dogmat. c. 52. (c. 
22. Ed. Bened. int. Oper. Augustin. 
t.8. append. p. 78 a, b.) Si qui apud 
illos hzreticos baptizati sunt, qui in 
Sanctse Trinitatis confessione bap- 
tizant, et veniunt ad nos, recipian- 
tur quidem ut baptizati, ne Sanctee 
Trinitatis invocatio vel confessio an- 
nulletur: sed doceantur integre, et 
instruantur, quo sensu Sancte Tri- 
Nitatis mysterium in ecclesia tenea- 
tur: et si consentiunt credere vel 
acquiescunt confiteri, purgati jam 
fidei integritate confirmentur manus 
impositione. Si vero parvuli sunt 
vel hebetes, qui doctrinam non ca- 
piant, respondeant pro illis, qui eos 
offerunt juxta morem baptizandi: et 
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under the name of Justin Martyr ®, and the Councils of 
Orange ® and Epone ®: all which, because I have had occa- 
sion more fully to represent them in another Work ®7, I only 
just mention in this place, with this single remark, that the 
Council of Orange, and that of Epone, and the author under 
. the name of Justin, expressly mention the ceremony of chrism, 
or anointing with holy oil; which is also appointed by the 
Council of Laodicea **, and the general Council of Constanti- 
nople ®9, and the second Council of Arles %, and the Council of 
Trullo %!, to be used with imposition of hands in the reconcilia- 
tion of such heretics as had been baptized in any heresy or 
schism with the true form of baptism, in the name of the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghost; such are required only to re- 


sic manus impositione et chrismate 
communiti eucharistiz mysteriis ad- 
mittantur.—Ibid. de Scriptor. Ec- 
cles. c. 27. (int. Oper. Hieron. t. 2. 
p. 965.) reinus monachus scripsit 
adversus eos, qui rebaptizandos he- 
reticos decernunt, docens nec legiti- 
mum nec Deo dignum rebaptizari il- 
los, qui in nomine simpliciter Christi, 
vel in nomine Patris et Filii et Spi- 
ritus Sancti, quamvis pravo sensu, 
baptizentur : sed, post ‘I'rinitatis et 
Christi simplicem confessionem, suf- 
ficere ad salutem manus impositio- 
nem Catholici sacerdotis. 
84 Quest. 14. ad Orthodox. (p. 
399 d.) Tow aipercxov éri rv dp6o- 
ican €pxopevou Td opahpa d:op- 
Govrat, TIS pey xaxodofias, TH peta- 
Bécer Tou ppoviparos" Tou be Bar- 
rigparos, Th emtxpioes Tov ayiou pu- 


pov 

8 C. 1. (t. 3. p. 1447 b.) Hereti- 
cos in mortis siecrininie .cum 
chrismate et benedictione consignari 
placet. 

86 (. 16. (t. 4. p. 1578 b.) Heere- 
ticis in lecto decumbentibus [al. 
Desperatis et decumbentibus hzre- 
sical chrismate permittimus 
subvenire. 

87 Scholastical History of Lay- 
Baptism, part 1. ch. 1. 88. 20, 21. 
alas published in 1712, and now 
orming the first portion of the ninth 
volume of this edition of the Author’s 
whole works. Ep. ] 


88 C. 7. (t. 1. p. 1497 a.) Tept rou, 


rous «x ray alpécewy, trour éort, 
Navariavéey, ffros Dorewmnaviy, f Teo- 
capecxaidexarirasy, emorpepoperovs, 
f Te morovs Tovs wap éxeivovs, in 
mpoodéxer Oa, spiv avabe 
Tacay aipeow, efaperws Se ev ase xa- 
reixovro" kal rore ourdy tous i 
pévous Trap abrois mirrous, € Vesa 
voyras Ta TiS rioreos oupBoda, 
oOevras Te TH ayip xpicpart, ovre 
eens T® eee ayig. 
89 C.7. 2. p.g5la. " Apecavots, 

Kai ma a rat LaBBarravevs, 
cat Navartavovs, Tous Aeyovras éav- 
Tous Ka€apovs xai ah aia Kai 
tovs Teroapeoxatdexariras, .... de- 

pea S:ddvras ABEdAous, ral aya- 
beuariCovras wacav aipeow, Bn ppo- 
youcay ws Ppovet 7 ayia Tov Oecov 
KaGohiry ral ‘Arrogrohixy éxxAnoia’ 
Kat _ohpaytCopevous, 4] TOL Xptopevous 
mparoy tT) ayi upp 7d, TE peresroy, 
Kat Tous opGadpous, cai Tas pivas, 
rai Td oréra, Kat ra &ra° Kxai odpa- 
yilovres avrous eyouer, Zdhpayis da- 
peas [Ivevparos “Ayiov. 

9 C.17. (t. 4. p. 1013 b.) Bono- 
siacos ex eodem errore venientes, 
quos sicut Arianos baptizari in Tri- 
nitate manifestum est, si interrogati 
fidem nostram ex toto corde confessi 
fuerint, cum chrismate et manus 
impositione in ecclesia recipi suffictt. 

' C. 116. (t. 6. p. 1182 d.) A 
repetition of the words of the seventh 
canon of the general Council of Con- 
stantinople. See n. 89, preceding. 
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nounce their errors, and learn the true faith, and make profes- 
sion of it; and then they were to be reconciled with imposition 
of hands and chrism, which was peculiar to this sort of peni- 
tents, who had never before been united truly to the Catholic 
Church. They seem not to have gone through all the stages 
of penance, as other penitents did in the Church; but to have 
been reconciled in a more compendious way, more suitable to 
their state and condition, as strangers and foreigners now just 
entering within the pale of the Church. For which reason 
Pope Innocent styles their short penance ‘only an image, or 
faint resemblance’? of that penance, which held other peni- 
tents often very long under the discipline of the Church. 

8. As to others, who had heen baptized by such heretics as Why some 
had either wholly rejected or greatly corrupted the true form subd 
of baptism, there was a very different way of receiving and reconciled: 
reconciling them to the communion of the Church. For they satia! 
could be admitted no other way but as Heathens, by the door hoa 
of baptism; seeing their former pretended baptism was not 
only defective in some remoter circumstances, but in the very 
form and essence of it, and therefore reputed absolutely null 
an‘l void, and necessary to be repeated in order to make them 
members of the Church. Upon this account the Council of 
Nice 9? ordered the Samosatenians or Paulianists, upon their 
return to the Catholic Church, to be baptized. The Council 
of Laodicea 9! made a like order for the reconciliation of the 
Montanists or Cataphrygians. The first Council of Constanti- 
nople 9° decreed the same for the Montanists, Eunomians, and 


92 (Ubi supra. 
clauses of n. 78, preceding. Ep. | 

% C. 19. (t. 2. p. 37 d.) Mepi rav 
TlavAcanodyrwy, eita mporduyovrav 
7 KadoXtxn éxxAnoig, Spos exreOecrar 
avaBanriferGat avrous e£amayros. 

4 C.8. (t. 1. p. 1497 b.) Hepi rov, 
Tous amd Tis alpecews Trav Acyopevav 
Spvyay émiorpeportas, ei kai €v KA7n- 
py vopsCopeve sap avtois rvyxdvocer, 
ei cai Méytorot A€yowwro" Tovs ToLov- 
Tous pera mdons émipedeias xatTnXeEl- 
o6ai re xai BurrifecOa tid trav Tis 
éxehnoias émoxdrey Te Kai mpeoBu- 
Tépwv. 

8 (. 7. (t. 2. p. 951 b.) Evvopta- 
pous pey Tot, TOUS eis piay xaradvoty 
Barri{opevous, xai Movramoras, tovs 


See the first évratOa Aeyouevous Ppvyas, xai Za- 


BeAXavovs, rovs Yioraropiay 88a- 
OKovras, kai €repa Tia yadena Trot- 
owas xal ras dAXas macas aipeces, 
ere Todo eioww evravéa, padtora 
oi amo ths Tadatay ywopas épydpevort, 
mavras Tous am avtav GeAovras Tpoa- 
ridecOar rH opOodokia, ws “EXAnvas 
8exdueba® kal thy mporny nyépav 
moovpey avrous Xpiotiavous, thy be 
Seurépav xarnxoupevous’ etra Thy Tpl- 
Thy eLoprifopey avrovs pera TOU ép- 
g@voav rpiroy eis rd mpdowmov xai 
eis. ra dra abray' Kut ovrws xaty- 
Xoupev avrovs, cat motovper avrovs 
xpovifew eis ray éxxAnolay, Kal axpo- 
acba trav Tpadav’ xai rére avtovs 
Barrifopey. 
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Sabellians. The second Council of Arles% adds the Photi- 
nians; and the Council of Trullo 97 the Manichees, Valenti- 
nians, Marcionites, and all others of the like nature: that 
is, all such as had not been truly baptized with due form of 
baptism. There was no other way of reconciling such to the 
Catholic Church, but by instructing and training them up to 
the knowledge of the true faith, first as catechumens, and then 
giving them the absolution of baptism, which in this case was 
allowed to them, as having never received any true baptism 
before. 

These were the several ways of reconciling penitent heretics 
according to the variety of their circumstances, and the different 
state and condition they were in when they desired to be re- 
united to the body of the Church. 


Whatcon- 9. As for those who were baptized in the Church, and after- 
uted ward fell away into any heresy or schism, we find no other 


he recon- way of reconciling them but the common and ordinary way of 
sesiegabe reconciling all other penitents, by imposition of hands and 
oll from | prayer. For, as I have noted before, [at the beginning of the 
ato heresy Second section of the first chapter of this Book, ] if the first 
rschism. baptism was valid, a second baptism was never allowed to be 
given to any penitent by way of absolution. Yet some greater 
hardships and severer conditions were often imposed upon such 
apostates and deserters before they could be admitted to the 
peace of the Church again. If they were ringleaders and 
broachers of the heresy, who drew others into their error and 
faction, it was commonly required that they should bring back 
the multitude whom they had deceived, before they obtained 
a perfect absolution. Thus Tertullian 9 observes of Marcion, 
that he was promised to be absolved only upon this condition, 
that he should reduce those back again to the Church whom 


% C. 16. (t. 4. p. 1013 b.) Photi- 
nianos, sive Paulianistas, secundum 
patrum statuta baptizari oportet. 

97 C. 96. (t. 6. p. 1183 a.) The 
canon first employs the same words 
as those of c. 7. of C. Constantinop. 
1., cited before at n. 89, preceding, 
and then continues,—Kai rovs Ma- 
vixaious O€, kai rovs Ovadevtious, xat 
Mapkiwmoaras, kai Tous €x Tay dpoiwy 
aipégewy yp motety AcBeAAovs, xat 
avabeuarifew ray aipectw, nal Neord- 


ptov, kai Evdruxea, xat Atéoxopoy, xai 
Ze8npov, Kat rovs Aowrovs ée€apyous 
T@Y TOLOUTwY aiperEewY, Kai Tos Hpo- 
vouvras Ta auToy, Kal Wdacas ras mpo- 
avadepopuevas aiperets’, eal ovrw pe- 
ta\apuBavey rns ayias Kowvwvias. 

% De Prescript. c. 30. (p. 212 ¢.) 
... [ta pacem recepturus, si ceeteros 
[ quoque, ] quos perditioni erudisset, 
ecclesie restitueret, morte preven- 
tus est. 
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he had led away by his doctrine into perdition: and he under- 
took to do this, but death prevented him. Cyprian makes a 
like remark in the case of Trophimus, one of the three bishops 
who were concerned in giving Novatian an unlawful ordina- 
tion, whereby they set him up as anti-bishop against Cornelius, 
and raised a flaming schism in Rome: he says %, ‘ his suppli- 
cation for re-admission was accepted, because by his humility 
and satisfaction he brought back the people whom he had 
drawn into the schism; and it was not so much Trophimus 
that was admitted again into the Church, as a great number of 
the brethren who had gone aside with him, and would not have 
returned without their leader :’ and yet he was not allowed to 
retain his episcopal office, but only to communicate in the 
quality of a layman. 

Sometimes it was required of them as a condition of their 
absolution, that they should make discovery of the remainders 
of their faction. St. Austin gives us an instance of this in his 
own treatment of one Victorinus a subdeacon, who fled over to 
the sect of the Manichees: when he returned again, and desired 
to find a place for repentance, St. Austin’ refused to admit 
him, unless he would give information of the rest of his party. 
Sometimes they were required to anathematize their errors, 
and abjure them in writing. The Council of Nice? exacted 
this condition of the Novatians; and the Council of Gangra 3, 
of the Eustathians; and the second Council of Arles+, of the 
Novatians; and the African Councils >, of the Donatists. The 


of absolution. 


99 Ep. 52. [al. 55.] ad Antonian. 
p. 105. (p. 244.) .... Fraternitatem, 
quam nuper abstraxerat cum plena 


quos illic [inter Manichzos] novit 
esse, manifestaverit vobis non solum 


humilitate et satisfactione revocante 
[Trophimo] audite sunt ejus pre- 
ces; et in ecclesiam Domini non 
tam Trophimus, quam maximus fra- 
trum numerus, qui cum Trophimo 
fuerat, admissus est; qui omnes re- 
gressuri ad ecclesiam non essent, 
nisi cum Trophimo, comitante ve- 
nissent ....sic tamen admissus est 
Trophimus, ut laicus communicet, 
non quasi...... locum sacerdotis 


us t. 

1 TEp. 74. [al. 236.] (t. 2. p. 
849. c. 7.) Petenti autem peceniten- 
tix locum tunc credatur, si et alios 


in Malliana, sed in ipsa tota omni- 
no provincia. Ep. ] 

2 C. 8. (t. 2. p. 32 e.).... pd 
mwavrwy 8€ rovro dpodkoynoat avTovs 
€yypades mpoonxe, x. T. r. 

3 In Procem. (ibid. p. 416 b.) Ez 
d€ perayvoiey, xat avabepariforcy é- 
KacrToy TouTwy Tay Kaxas hexGevrov, 
Sexrovs avrovus yiveoOat. 

4 C. 9. (t. 4. p. 1012 b.) Nova- 
tianum In communionem recipi non 
debere, nisi suscepta nitentize 
credulitate preteritum damnet er- 
rorem. 

5 Cod. Afric. c. §7. (t. 2. p. 1083 
d.).. .. "AvaOepariCopevov rov rs 
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Council of Laodicea ® insists upon the same from the Nova- 
tians, Photinians, and Quartadecimans. And the general 
Council of Constantinople? exacts it of the Macedonians, Sab- 
batians, Arians, Novatians, Quartadecimans. And sometimes 
they were required not only to anathematize error, and sub- 
scribe the truth, but to take an oath for greater confirmation : 
as Socrates ® says, Constantine obliged Arius to do, though he 
did it fraudulently and like an impostor. This was the pre- 
caution which the Church used particularly in the case of 
heretical apostates, to be ascertained of their sincerity in 
making recantations before she would receive them into her 
communion again, or grant them absolution. 

4 thetime 1(), There is one circumstance more to be noted under this 

lu- ea ae . . : ° 

ion. head, which is the ordinary time of absolution: this seems to 
have been fixed in the ordinary course of discipline to the day 
of our Saviour’s passion, or rather the day on which he was 
betrayed. For so St. Ambrose? says expressly, ‘that on the 
day that our Lord gave himself for us, it was usual in the 
Church to relax men’s penance, or grant them absolution.’ In 
the Roman Church, in the time of Pope Innocent !° the custom 
was the same, to absolve penitents only upon Thursday before 
Easter, except some sickness intervened, and the penitent’s 
life was despaired of: for then he might be reconciled at any 
time, when necessity required, rather than leave the world 
without the benefit of communion. It was at or about this 
time also, that the emperors, perhaps in imitation of this cus- 
tom of the Church, were wont to send forth their civil absolu- 


mAavns dvéparos, bia THs erBerews 
THs Xetpos avadexOa@ouw els THY play 
aneAng ay, K.T. A. 

6 C. 7. See n. 88, preceding. 

7 C. 7. See n. 80, preceding. 

8 L. 1. c. 38. (v. 2. p. 74.9.) O 
Baoweds a drrémetpay *Apeiov Towjoao- 
Gat BovAnbeis, ¢ emt Ta Bacidea aurov 
peramépumerat, npora Te, ef Tos Spots 
orotxet THs €v Nixaig ovvddou" é de 
éroipos prdev pedAnoas, én’ avrou 
imeypade Ta Tepi THs TioTews épto- 
Oevra copioapevos® cal 6 pev Bacihevs 
Gavpacas, Kat prov éméepev® 6 de 
Kat rovto codi(épevos emotes. 


9 Ep. 33. [al. 20.] ad Marcellin. 


(t. 2. p. 159 b. n. 26.) Erat dies, 
quo Dominus sese pro nobis tradi- 

it, quo in ecclesia poenitentia re- 
laxatur. 

10 ei 1.ad Decent. c. 7. (CC. t. 
2. p. 1247 d.) Ponitentibus.. 3 
nulla interveniat egritudo, quinta 
feria ante Pascha remittendum Ro- 
mane ecclesiz consuetudo demon- 
strat, &c.—Vid. Hieron. Ep. 30. (al. 
77.) Epitaph. Fabiol. (t. 1. P. 455. d. 
n. 4.) Quis hoc crederet.... ut er- 
rorem publice fateretur ; et, tota 
urbe spectante Romana, ante diem 
Pasche, ....staret in ordine peni- 
tentium, ete. 
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tions or indulgences, as they called them, whereby at the 
Paschal festival they granted pardon to all criminals who lay 
bound in prison for their faults, except some that were of a 
more malignant and unpardonable nature. This practice was 
first begun by Valentinian, and continued by Theodosius and 
the succeeding emperors; of which there is a whole title in 
the Theodosian Code !!, to mention no other writers at present 
that speak of it. The monks who petitioned in behalf of Euty- 
ches in the second Council of Ephesus !", plainly refer to both 
customs, the sacred and the civil. For upon this day, say they, 
meaning the Paschal solemnity, the holy fathers relax the 
punishment of many offenders: and the emperors loose the 
bonds of those that are in chains for their transgressions. So 
that this was the chief time of discharging both civil and eccle- 
siastical criminals, and in regard to each of them the discharge 
was styled, (according to the nature of the thing, either in a 
civil or ecclesiastical sense,) an absolution or indulgence. 
11. We have hitherto considered the manner and circum- How the 
stances of absolution, as given to all sorts of penitents whilst areal 
they were living. But besides this we are to take notice of penitents, 
another way of absolving penitents, and receiving men into hcg 
communion even after death. For it sometimes happened that era 
‘true penitents and very good men, by accident, died under the 
censure of excommunication unrelaxed, and so out of the 
external visible communion of the Church. Which might 
happen in two cases. First, when penitents chanced to die 
suddenly, whilst they were diligently performing their penance; 
or were in a journey, or at sea, where they had no minister to 
give them a formal reconciliation or absolution. Secondly, 
when innocent men were overborne by some great and preva- 
lent faction, and unjustly excommunicated, and never received 
into the external communion of the Church by reason of the 


il L, 9g. tit. 38. de Irdulgentiis Avera: 8€ rapa rev Bacikevdvrav eri 
Criminum, leg. 3, 4. &c. (t. 3. pp. rav éyxAnyarov ra Seopa rots Urev- 
271, seqq.) Ob diem Pasche, &c. Guvos, x. tr. A.—See another such 

12 Act. Synod. Ephes. in Act. 1. instance out of the Council of Be- 
C. Chalced. (t. 4. p. 248.) “Emé- rytus, Act. 10. (ibid. 642 a.) “O dp- 
orn xal i) ‘rou Zawrnpiov mabous H- ycerioxoros da ry éopryny améAvoey 
pépa, xai wit lepd, xat THs dvaoTad- avrovs Tis axowwmoias emi To Spy 
oews doprn, xaF hy Averat pév ois rovre, emi TH wy E€eAOetv Avridxerav, 
sXeioros Tey Hyaptneéroy ra dnd x.T. A. 

Tey. Gyloy waTépwy Hyov énriua, 

BINGHAM, VOL. VII. P 
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power that prevailed against them. For both these cases the 
Church provided a remedy by using some ceremony to admit 
them into communion, or rather to acknowledge them to be in 
communion after death. 

For penitents, who died suddenly whilst they were carefully 
doing their penance, it was provided, that notwithstanding this 
accident, they should be treated as persons dying in the com- 
munion of the Church, though they wanted a formal recon- 
ciliation. To this purpose the fourth Council of Carthage 
made a decree }4, ‘ that if any penitents, who were diligently ob- 
serving the rules of penance, happened to die by any suddea 
accident, whilst they were on a journey or at sea, where no 
assistance could be given them, their memorials notwithstand- 
ing should be recommended both in the prayers and the obla- 
tions of the Church.’ And the second Council of Vaison has 
an order !4 of the same nature, which is a little more particular: 
‘If any of those who have submitted to the laws of penance, 
and in pursuance thereof lead a good life in all satisfactory 
compunction, shall happen to be prevented by sudden death m 
the country or in a journey, their oblations shall be received, 
and their funeral obsequies and memorials be performed after 
the manner and custom of the Church: because it were un- 
reasonable to exclude the commemorations of those out of the 
sacred service, to which service they were labouring with all 
diligence and fidelity to attain; and to whom the bishop, 
(though they chanced to be intercepted from receiving the 
viaticum of the eucharist,) would perhaps not have thought it 
improper to have granted the most perfect reconciliation.’ The 
practice of the Roman Church indeed was otherwise in the 
time of Pope Leo, as appears from some of his Epistles 15: but 
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13 C. 79. (t. 2. p. 1206 b.) Poeni- recipiendam, et eorum funera ac de- 


tentes, at attente leges peenitentize 
exequuntur, si casu in itinere vel in 
mari mortui fuerint, ubi eis subve- 
niri non possit, memoria eorum et 
orationibus et oblationibus com- 
mendetur. 

14 C, 2. (t. 3. p. 1457 b.) Pro his, 
qui, poenitentia accepta, in bone vi- 
te cursu satisfactoria compunctione 
viventes, sine communione inopinato 
nonnunquam transitu in agris aut 
luneribus preveniantur, oblationem 


inceps memoriamecclesiastico affectu 
prosequendam: quia nefas est eo- 
rum commemorationes excludi a sa- 
lutaribus sacris, qui ad eadem sacra 
fideli affectu contendentes. . .. abs- 
que sacramentorum viatico interci- 
piuntur, quibus fortasse nec sacer- 
dos absolutissimam reconciliationem 
as a as —— 
15 a aa 2. ad Rusticum, 
6. (CC. [c. 8 ibid. p. 1407 b.) 
De his, qui animo jam deficientes 
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their practice was almost singular: for the general current was 
against them, inclining to the more favourable side in behalf of 
such penitents as died suddenly without reconciliation. Which 
is observed by the fathers in the eleventh Council of Toledo’®, 
who thereupon determine, ‘that though there were different 
rules about this matter, yet it was more proper to follow the 
majority, which decreed on the favourable side in behalf of 
such penitents, that their memorial should be recommended in 
the Church, and that the presbyters should receive their obla- 
tions.’ 

As to the other sort of persons who were unjustly excom- 
municated by the power of some prevailing faction, the way of 
restoring them to the external communion of the Church after 
death, was by inserting their names into the diptychs of the 
Church, (as Theodoret '7 tells us it was done by Atticus in the 
case of Chrysostom,) which was enough to restore them after 
death to the communion and fellowship of the faithful. And 
so I have done with the circumstances and ceremonies observed — 
in the ancient manner of absolution. 


peenitentiam accipiunt, et ante com- 
munionem moriuntur. onsio. 
Horum causa Dei judicio reservanda 
est, in cujus manu fuit, ut talium 
obitus usque ad communionis reme- 
dium differretur. Nos autem qui- 
bus viventibus non communicavi- 
mus, mortuis communicare non pos- 
sumus.—Ep. 89. ad Theodor. (CC. 
ibid. p. 1403 b.) Si aliquis eorum, 
pro quibus Domino supplicamus, 
quocunque interceptus obstaculo, a 
munere indulgentiz presentis exci- 
derit, et priusquam ad constituta 
remedia perveniat, temporalem vitam 
humana cunditione finierit; quod 
manens in corpore non receperit, 
consequi exutus carne non poterit. 
16 C. 12. (t. 6. p. 553 b.) De his 
autem, qui, accepta poenitentia, ante- 
quam reconciliarentur, ab hac vita 
recesserint; quanquam diversitas 
receptorum de hoc capitulo ha- 
ur; illorum tamen nobis sen- 


tentia placuit, qui multiplici numero 
de hujusmodi humanius decreve- 
runt, ut et memoria talium in eccle- 
siis commendetur, et oblatio pro 
eorum delicto a presbyteris recipi- 
atur. 

7 L. 5. c. 34. (V. 3. p. 234. 40.) 
TeAXeurnoavros Sé rov peyddov &- 
SacxaXdov THs oixoupemns, ov mpdrepoy 
ol ris éowépas énioxomas tay éy Al- 
yorry xai TH ‘Eag, xal roy ev re 
Boondp xai t7 Opaxy, Thy xocveviay 
fomdocavro, éws éxeivou Tov Oeomreciou 
aySpos rotvoua trois reOvedoty ent- 
oxéroiscuvéragay. Kal’ Apodxtoy per, 
8s per’ éxeivoy éyévero, mpoopncews 
ox néiwcay’ Arrixdy 8, rdv “Apoa- 
xiov did8oxov, moAddns pev wpecBev- 
odpevoy, roAAdas Se THs eipnyns TU- 
xeiv afi@oavra, xpdvp pbs éde- 
fayro Thy mpo lay éyypawWarra. 
—See C. Constantingp. ab Men- 
na. Act. 5. (t.5. pp. 98 seqq.) in the 
case of Leo, Euphemius, and others, 
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CHAP. III. 
Of the minister of ecclesiastical discipline, and particularly 
of the minister of absolution. 


All the 1. Tere remains but one thing more to be examined in 
aecipline this matter, relating to the exercise of discipline in the practice 

imarily of the Church; and that is, By what hands it was managed! 
a ra, who ordinarily had the power of the spiritual sword? and 
ve, Who particularly was the proper minister of absolution ? 

- That all the power of discipline was primarily lodged in the 
hands of the bishop, as all other offices of the Church, 1s a matter 
uncontested, and evident from the whole foregoing history and 
account of the practice of the Church. For the canons always 
speak of the bishop, at least in conjunction with his ecclesiasti- 
cal senate, his presbytery, as cutting off offenders from the 
Church, and imposing penance upon them; and then again 
examining their proficiency, and either lengthening their 
penance, or moderating it by his indulgence; and finally ad- 
mitting them to the communion of the Church by absolution. 

This in 2. And this, so far as the bishop could manage it, might be 
comaittea retained solely to himself, and exercised at his own discretion. 
to presby- But because the necessities of the Church required in many 
eigen cases, that part of this burden should devolve upon others, and 
eral cr Pet the bishop was not able personally to discharge the whole of it 
commis- to all that needed: therefore presbyters, as his proper assist- 
meen ants, were taken in to be sharers and fellow-labourers with 
him. They had a gencral commission to grant the great 
indulgence or absolution of baptism, and that of the eucharist, 
and the word and doctrine tq all that needed: and though 
they were more restrained in the exercise of public discipline, 
and the final reconciliation of public penitents by imposition of 
hands and prayer; yet the intermediate imposition of hands 
upon the penitents in their daily exercise was often committed 
to them: and by the bishop’s leave they might give the final 
reconciliation to public penitents, either openly in the church, 
or privately on a sick bed, when necessity and the fear of 
imminent death required a speedier absolution. This is evi- 
dent from the very canons, which restrain the power of pres- 
byters in reconciling public penitents, and reserve it solely to 
1 the bishop ; they still admit of these limitations and exceptions. 
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The second Council of Carthage has two canons, which thus 
divide the matter between them. The first !® says, ‘a presbyter 
shall not reconcile any penitent in the public service :’ but the 
other }9 immediately adds, ‘that if any one be in danger of 
death, and desires to be reconciled to the altar, if the bishop be 
absent, the presbyter shall consult the bishop, and so reconcile 
him at his command.’ And so the third Council of Carthage?° 
determined, ‘that a presbyter should not reconcile a penitent 
without consulting the bishop, unless the bishop was absent 
and necessity compelled him.’ The Council of Orange made a 
like decree?! about reconciling such penitents as had been 
baptized by heretics, ‘that in case they were in danger of 
death, and desired to be made Catholics, if the bishop was 
absent, a presbyter should consign them with chrism and the 
benediction.’ And the Council of Epone has a like order??, 
‘that if any heretics who lay desperately sick upon their beds, 
desired suddenly to be converted, in that case, for the salvation 
of their souls, which was heartily desired, a presbyter should 
be permitted to give them the consolation of chrism, that 1s, 
both confirmation and reconciliation, which those that were in 
health were only to desire of the bishop.’ And that this was 
the ancient rule of the Church, appears from the Letters of 
Dionysius®, bishop of Alexandria, in Eusebius, where he says, 
‘he had given orders to his presbyters to grant absolution to 
all that were on the point of death, if they desired it; and 
especially if they had desired it before, that they might have 


18 C. 3. (t. 2. p. 1160 b.) Recon- 
ciliare quenquam in publica missa, 
presbytero non licere, hoc omnibus 


placet. 

19 C. 4. (ibid. b.) Si quisquam in 
periculo fuerit constitutus, et se re- 
conciliari divinis altaribus petierit, si 
episcopus absens fuerit, debet utique 
presbyter consulere episcopum, et 
sic periclitantem ejus precepto re- 
conciliare. 

20 C. 32. (ibid. p. 1171 e.) Ut 
presbyter inconsulto episcopo non 
reconciliet pcenitentem, nisi absente 
episcopo, et necessitate cogente. 

al C. 3. (t. 3. p.1447 b.) Here- 
ticos in mortis discrimine positos, si 
Catholici esse desiderent, si desit e- 


piscopus, a presbyteris cum chris- 
mate et benedictione consignari pla- 
cet fal. placuit ]. 

C. 16. (t. 4. p. 1578 b.) Pres- 
bytero, propter salutem animarum, 
quam in cunctis optamus desperatis, 
et [in lecto] decumbentibus heere- 
ticis, si conversionem subitam petant, 
chrismate permittimus subvenire. 
Quod etiam omnes conversuri, 8i 
sani sunt, ab episcopo noverint ex- 
petendum. 

23 Ap. Euseb. 1. 6.c¢. 44. (v. I. p. 
317: g.)..’EvroAns 8€ tm’ duo de- 
opewns, rovs atraAXaTropeévous Tov 
Biov, ei Séowro, nai padtora ef Kal 
mpérepov ixerevoavres tuxo.ev, ai- 


ecOa, iy’ evéAmides amadAdrrovTa. . 


, 
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hope and consolation in their last minutes, when they were 
about to leave the world.’ 


And to 3. Neither was this commission and license granted only to 
el presbyters, but to deacons also. For as they were allowed to 


give men the absolution of baptism in cases of extreme neces- 
sity, so they were authorized to grant penitents the recon- 
ciliatory absolution in the same circumstances likewise. For 
so the Council of Eliberis™ seems to determine, that though 
presbyters ordinarily had not power to admit any one to 
penance, but only the bishop: yet in case of infirmity both 
presbyters and deacons ought to receive penitents to the com- 
munion, having the bishop’s command to doit. This is more 
plainly delivered by Cyprian2*, who says, ‘If penitents were 
seized with any calamity, and were in apparent danger of 
death, in the absence of the bishop, they might make their 
confession before any presbyter that was present; or, if a 
presbyter could not be found, before a deacon, and receive im- 
position of hands, that they might go to the Lord in peace.’ 
It is plain also that the clergy had some share with the bishop 
in the more public and solemn absolutions: because Cyprian 
often? complains of some forward men, who were desirous of 
having the eucharist granted them before they had received 
the solemn imposition of hands from the bishop and the clergy 
to reconcile them to the altar. 


24 C. 32. (t. 1. p. 974 b.) Apud 
presbyterum, si quis gravi lapsu in 
ruinam mortis inciderit, placuit age- 
re peenitentiam non debere, sed po- 
tius apud episcopum; cogente ta- 
men infirmitate, necesse est presby- 
terum communionem prestare debe- 
et diaconum, si ei jusserit sacer- 

os. 

25 Ep. 13. [al. 18.] p. 40. (p. 197.) 
Si incommodo aliquo et infirmitatis 
periculo occupati fuerint, non ex- 
abel preesentia nostra, apud pres- 

yterum quemcunque presentem, 
vel si presbyter repertus non fuerit, 
ut urgere exitus cceperit, apud dia- 
conum quoque exomologesin facere 
delicti sui possint; ut, manu eis in 
peenitentia imposita, veniant ad Do- 
minum cuin pace.—Vid. Ep. 14. 
[al. r9.] p. 41. (p. 198.) Quoniam 
tamen significastis quosdam im- 


moderatos esse, et communicatio- 
nem accipiendam festinanter urgere; 
et desiderastis in hac re formam a 
me vobis dari; satis plene scripsisse 
me ad hanc rem proximis literis ad 
vos factis credo, ut,.... si premi in- 
firmitate aliqua et periculo cceperint, 
exomologesi facta, et manu eis a vo- 
bis in peenitentia imposita, cum pace 
a martyribus sibi promissa, ad Do- 
minum remittantur. 

26 Ep. ro. [al. 16.] p. 37. (p. 195-) 
..» Nondum manu eis ab episcopo 
et clero imposita, eucharistia illis 
datur, &c.—Ep. 11. [al. 15.] p. 34. 
(p. 193.)... Ante manum ab episcopo 
et clero in pcenitentiam impositam, 
&c.—Ep. 12. [al. 17.] p. 39. (p. 197-) 
..- Nec ad communicationem venire 
quis possit, nisi prius illi ab episco- 
po et clero manus fuerit imposita, 

c. 


14. 
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4. But as presbyters and deacons did nothing alone in this How far, 
matter without the bishop, but either in conjunction with him, i 
or by his authority and permission: so much less was this lution 
power intrusted in the hands of any layman. Only in case of M&"t *? 
extreme necessity, some canons allowed a layman to give given bys 
baptism to a catechumen, which was reputed, as we have 
heard before26, one sort of absolution, rather than he should 
die unbaptized. This is evident from the decree made in the 
Council of Eliberis?’, ‘ that in a voyage at sea, or in any place 
where there was no church near at hand, if a catechumen 
happened to be extremely sick, and at the point of death, any 
Christian, who had his own baptism entire, and was no bigamist, 
might baptize him.’ And the sentiments of Tertullian, St. 
Jerom, and St. Austin, with several others that have been can- 
vassed in another Book 2°, show that this was not the singular 
opinion of that Council. As to the other sacrament, we nowhere 
find that either deacons or laymen were allowed to consecrate 
it; that being the office of presbyters only. Neither were 
laymen allowed to minister publicly either the bread or the 
cup, when consecrated, to the people: for that was the stand- 
ing office of deacons. Yet a layman in case of absolute neces- 
sity might carry and minister the consecrated bread and wine 
in private to a dying person, and so far be instrumental in his 
absolution : as appears from that famous case related by Euse- 
bius?9, out of Dionysius of Alexandria, concerning Serapion, 
who had the eucharist sent him by the priest, and given him 
by the hands of his servant. 

But the remark which Bishop Fell®° makes upon this is 
very just: ‘that whatever necessity compels men to do, it 
defends, but only so far and so long as the necessity lasts. 

It isa known story in Eusebius, of the eucharist being 
p. 204. n. 87. 


% Ch.1. 8.2. p.174. and b.11. ch. 2. es 
29 L.6. c.44. See before, ch. 1. 


ch. I. 8. 2. v. 4. p. 2. 


7 C. 38. (t.1. p.974e.) Peregre 
navigantes, aut si ecclesia in proxi- 
mo non fuerit, posse fidelem, qui 
lavacrum suum integrum habet, nec 
sit bigamus, baptizare in necessitate 
infirmitatis positum catechumenum : 


&c. 
38 Scholast. History of Lay-Bapt. 
part 1. ch. 1. 8.8, &c.—See before, 


8.3. p. 180. n.24, where the whole 
ae is more fully related. 

Not. in Cypr. Ep. 18. p. 40. 
Queecungue necessitas cogit, etiam 
illa defendit. Nota est historia apud 
Eusebium, 1. 6. c. 44., eucharistise 
per puerum Serapioni transmisse : 
nemo tamen dixerit, fas esse pueris 
sacra illa mysteria distribuere. 
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transmitted to Serapion by a boy®®: yet no one may thence 
infer that therefore children may dispense those holy myste- 
ries.’ He thinks the same reason holds for deacons reconciling 
penitents in case of extreme necessity: that it was an extra- 
ordinary case ; and no consequence is to be drawn from neces- 
sity and extraordinary cases, to prejudice the ordinary rules 
and standing measures of the Church. If men exceed ther 
commission, and excommunicate or absolve without power, 
they are themselves liable to censure for their usurpation, and 
the Church may reverse all such irregular acts by her own 
just authority at pleasure. Therefore when the Council of 
Ephesus had deposed Nestorius and Ceelestius for their heresy, 
and reduced them to the state of laymen, she declared ®? ‘ that 
she took from them all the power of the priesthood, which 
enabled them to do good or harm to others,’ that is, either to 
excommunicate or absolve. And whereas Nestorius after this 
pretended to depose some clerks from their priestly office for 
their orthodoxy, the Synod declared his act a nullity #2, and 
that the priests so deposed should be restored ‘to their station 
again. And on the other hand, whereas Nestorius and his ac- 
complices had attempted to restore those to communion, or 
their order, whom the Synod had condemned, the Synod de- 
clared +} this should not profit them; they should remain ex- 
communicate or deposed notwithstanding. This shows, that 
neither laymen, nor clerks reduced to the state of laymen, had 
any power of binding or loosing by the ordinary rules of dis- 
cipline in the Church. And so, Theodoret®+ says, a certain 


30 See before, ch. 1. 8.3. p. 180. 


m3 Ep. Encyclic. (t. 3. p. 803 b.).. 
Ous Tivas dypare Kove 1 ayia wuvo- 
Bos maons pev éxxAnoagrinns Kowvar- 
vias aAXorpious erroinge, macav O¢€ 
avTay evepyevay lepatixyy | meptetre, 
é ns novvayvro BAanrew ff} awedciv 
Twas. 

32 C. 3 (ibid. p. 806 a.) | Ei 8¢ 
Ties Kai TOY €v éxdoTy monet j 7 xopq 
KAnpixay w uno Neoropiov kal TOV OUP 
alt@ Gvrwv ths iepwourns éexwdvOn- 
ouy da ro opbas poveiv, edixata- 
Gapey Kal Tourous Tov idtoy amroAagew 
Badpov. 


3% C.5. (ibid. c.) “Ooo b€ émi 


drdrots mpatert xarexpiOnoay uno ms 
ayias cuvddou, 7 A und Tov olxeiop € emt- 
oKoTay, Kai rovrous dxavoviores Kata 
Thy ev dracw adiahopiay avurou 6 
Neordpios, cai oi ra avrou Ppovovrres 
amrodouvat émetpaOnoay 7 i] mecpaGecer 
Kowvaviay, jj Ba Opdy, dyaxpeA rrovs 
eivat, kal pevew Kat Tovrous, Kai eivat 
ovdey Arrov xadypnuevous edcxaiooa- 


pev. 

aL. 5 5. C. 37. (Vv. 3. p. 236. 35.) 
"Avnp tts dontixoy yey aora(spevos 
Biov, Opacurépa 8€ xpapevos yvepy, 
mpooehnArvoe t@ Baie: mept ruvos 
dedpevos. *Ened) 8€ rovro Spacas 
moAXaxts ovK eruXe, 7S éxxnotagts- 
Kns auTéy Kowwovias éxwAuce, cai row 
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bishop told Theodosius Junior, when he was under some con- 
cern for being rashly excommunicated by a monk. The good 
emperor was uneasy even under an unjust excommunication 
by an incompetent authority pronounced against him, and 
would not sit down to meat till he was absolved. For which 
purpose he sent to the bishop, to desire him to engage the 
person who had bound him to come and absolve him; the 
bishop told him, it did not belong to every one to excommuni- 
cate, and therefore he was absolved already: yet this did not 
satisfy the emperor, till the man was found out, to come him- 
self, and restore him to the communion of the Church. The 
bishop’s answer in this case was certainly very just; but the 
emperor, being a man of a tender conscience, could not 
entirely rest upon it. Perhaps he was sensible he had done 
the monk some personal injury, in which case personal satis- 
faction was to be made, and private pardon to be asked, accord- 
ing to that rule of our Saviour, [Matth. 5, 23 and 24.] “If thou 
bring thy gift to the altar, and there rememberest that thy 
brother hath aught against thee; leave there thy gift before 
the altar, and go thy way ; first be reconciled to thy brother, 
and then come and offer thy gift.” In this case every man has 
power to pardon the sins of his brother, and also to admonish 
him, and instruct him, and pray fér him, which are private and 
remote ways of reconciling him to the altar: it 1s of these St. 
Austin®* speaks in conformity to that precept of the Apostle, 
Col. 3, 13. “ Forgiving one another, if any man have a quarrel 
against any; even as Christ forgave you, so also do ye.” 
‘Let us forgive one another’s sins,’ says he, ‘and pray for 
the sins of each other, and so in some measure wash one 


becpov émibeis, tmexapnoev. ‘O 8 
moréraros Bacieus, mapayevdpevos 
eis ta Bqoidea, Kai Tov xatpov xa- 
Aovvros eis evwyiay, Kai Tay auai- 
TwY TaporvTwy, ouK en mpiy AvOnvas 
toy Seopor peracyeiv tpodns Kat 
tovrou 87 évexa mpos TOY apytepea Tov 
oixecérarov emeuyve, TapaxaAay émi- 
tpéwas re Sedaxdrs tov Seopoy dia- 
Avoa’ rou 8€ émoxdémov dyoartos 
2 xpnvat mapa mayros driovy 8éyxeo- 
Oat rov Secpdy xai SednAwxdéros ws 
AeAuraz, ovx edeEaro tHy AvLoW, Ews 6 


dnoas, vw wOAAG TH wdvy Cyrnbeis, 


THY Kowvoviay ameduxey. 

35 Tractat.58. in loan. t.g. p.164. 
(t. 3. part. 2. p. 481 e.) Invicem 
nobis delicta donemus, et pro nos- 
tris delictis invicem oremus, at- 
que ita quodammodo pedes nostros 
lavemur. Nostrum est, donante 
ipso, ministerium caritatis et humi- 
litatis adhibere: illius est exaudire, 
ac nos ab omni peccatorum con- 
taminatione mundare per Christum, 
et in Christo, ut quod alis etiam 
dimittimus, hoc est in terra solvimus, 
solvatur in celo. 
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-another’s feet. It is our part, by the gift of God, to use the 
ministry of charity and humility; but it belongs to God to 
hear our prayers, and cleanse us from all pollution of sins by 
Christ and in Christ, that what we forgive unto others, that is 
to say, what we loose upon earth, may be loosed in heaven.’ 
This is so necessary a part of Christian duty, that no one may 
forego this way of loosing his brother, under pain of having 
his own sins retained by God. “For if we forgive men ther 
trespasses, our heavenly Father will also forgive us: but if we 
forgive not men their trespasses, neither will our Father for- 
give our trespasses.” (Matth.6,14,15.] Upon which one of 
the Ancients®® observes, ‘that we bind ourselves the faster in 
our own sins, if we refuse to loose the bonds of others.’ And 
nothing is more common among the Fathers than to say, ‘ men 
bind themselves, or are bound by others, when they trespass 
against them, and never ask forgiveness :’ and ‘that they loose 
themselves or others from sin, either by almsdeeds, or charity, 
or converting of sinners, or praying for them, or remitting 
their trespasses committed against them.’ 

With respect to binding, St. Austin?’ says, ‘When any 
brother sins against another, and he thereupon begins to 
esteem him as a publican, he binds him on earth; but he must 
take care that he bind him justly, for unjust bonds are broken 
by the justice of God.’ And for loosing, Origen reckons up 
seven ways 3%, whereby Christians may obtain remission of 


36 Sedulius, Carm. Paschal. ].2. land. t.9. p.545 d.) 
ap. Bibl. Patr. t. 8. p. 665. (ap. Gal- 
Debita laxari qui nobis cuncta rogamus, 
Nos quoque laxemus: propril ham cautio verbi 
Spondentes manifesta tenet ; graviusque soluti 
Nectimur, alterius si solvere vincla negemus. 
Incipietque pius, decies millena talenta 
Dimittens, Dominus, si nos afiligere propter 
Denarios centum conservum senserit ullum, 
Tradere confestim tortoribus: &c. 


37 Serm. 16. de Verb. Dom. [al. 
Serm. 82.] c. 4. (t. 5. p. 442 g.) 
Cepisti habere fratrem tuum tan- 
quam publicanum: ligas illum in 
terra. Sed ut juste alliges, vide: 
nam injusta vincula dirumpit jus- 
ftitia. . 

83 Hom. 2. in Levit. t. 1. p. 111. 


(t.2. p.1g0 d.) Audisti quanta sint 
in lege sacrificia pro peccatis: audi 
nunc, quante sint remissiones pec- 
catorum in Evangeliis. Est ista 
prima, qua baptizamur in remissio- 
nem peccatorum. Secunda remissio 
est in passione martyrii. Tertia est, 
que pro eleemosyna datur: dicit 
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sins, whereof five are apparently private actions of private 
men: ‘ The first is baptism, whereby men are baptized for the 
remission of sins. The second is the suffering of martyrdom. 
The third is almsdeeds: for our Saviour says, “ Give alms, 
and behold all things are clean unto you.” The fourth is for- 
giving the sins of our brethren: for our Lord and Saviour 
says, “If ye from your heart forgive your brethren their tres- 
passes, your Father will forgive your trespasses.” The fifth is, 
when one converts a sinner from the error of his ways. The 
sixth is the abundance of charity, as our Lord says, “ Her sins, 
which are many, are forgiven, because she loved much.” The 
seventh is the hard and laborious way by penance, when a man 
waters his couch with his tears, and his tears are his bread day 
and night, and he is not ashamed to declare his sin to the 
priest of the Lord, and seek a cure.’ The first and last of 
these, viz. baptism and penance, are public acts, in which the 
ministry of the priest is concerned: but all the rest, martyr- 
dom, almsdeeds, forgiving injuries, converting sinners, and ex- 
ceeding love of God are private actions of private men, and 
may be performed by any good Christian. And therefore the 
remission of sins, that is ascribed to them, is no peculiar act of 
the ministry, but may be the act of any private Christian. 
Consequently so far laymen may be concerned in the remission 
of sins without any intrenchment upon tlic ministry. But 
these being only private acts, are of no further consideration 
in the present. discourse, which only relates to ministerial abso- 
lution, and the public discipline of the Church. 

I have now gone over all that relates to the exercise of peni- 


operit multitudinem peccatorum. Sex- 
ta quoque fit remissio per abundan- 


enim Salvator, Verumtamen date 
eleemosynam, et ecce omnta munda 


sunt vobis. Quarta nobis fit remis- 
sio peccatorum per hoc, quod et nos 
remittimus peccata fratnibus nostris. 
Sic enim dicit ipse Dominus et Sal- 
vator noster, Quia si dimiseritis fra- 
tribus vestris ex corde peccata tpso- 
rum, et vobis remittet Pater vester 
peccata vestra: et sicut in oratione 
nos dicere docuit, Remitte nobis de- 
bita nostra, sicut et nos remittimus 
debitoribus nostris. Quinta remissio 
peccatorum est, cum converterit quts 
peccatorem ab errore vie sue.... 
salvat antmam ejus a morte, et co- 


tiam caritatis, sicut et ipse Dominus 
dicit, Amen dico, remittuntur et pec- 
cata multa, quoniam dtlerit multum. 
Et Apostolus dicit, Carttas cooperit 
multitudinem peccatorum. Est adhuc 
et septima, licet dura et laboriosa, 
per peenitentiam remissio peccato- 
rum; cum lavat peccator in lacry- 
nis stratum suum, et fiunt ei lacry- 
mz sus panes die et nocte, et cum 
non erubescit sacerdoti Domini in- 
dicare peccatum suum, et quzrere 
medicinam. 
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tential discipline, so far as concerns the practice of the s 
Church. As for doctrinal points, such as the question, W. 
penance be properly a sacrament? and whether sace 
absolution be necessary to salvation? these come not d 
within the design of the present undertaking, which onl 
siders the practice of the Church. But because I hav 
occasion to write some little tracts upon the latter qu 
and it will not be unacceptable to some readers to see 
made public, I shall here subjoin them®9 by way of ap) 


to the present Discourse. 


89 [The Two Sermons and Two 
Letters to the Lord Age 2 of Win- 
chester concerning ature and 
Necessity of Absolution, showing how 
Jar that necessity aoe and where 
it ceases, were 0 puplietens 
1720, at the end o this a book. which 
together with the seventeenth and 
. hteenth formed the eighth volume 

of my Ancestor’s own edition. They 
would not be inappropriate here, but 


wishing not to jhesde the 
of the s Ecclestastica 
selves, within the design of 
these tracts do not precisely c 
the learned Author himself a 
have deemed it best to place 
the tenth volume of this edit 
mediately after the French 
eee and before the S& 
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BOOK XX. 


OF THE FESTIVALS OBSERVED IN THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH. 


CHAP. I. 


Of the distinction to be made between civil and 
ecclesiastical festivals. 


1. Havine hitherto taken a distinct view of the great ser- What 
Vices of the ancient Church in the several parts of her Liturgy, reaped 
and the administration of her sacraments, and the exercise of festivals. 
discipline, I come now to give an account of the lesser kind of 
observations relating to her festivals, and days of fasting, and 
marriage rites, and funeral rites, all which may, in some mea- 

Bure, be comprised under the general name of the service of 
the Church. 

In speaking of the festivals it will be necessary first of all to 
distinguish the ecclesiastical festivals from the civil. For some 
were purely ecclesiastical, others purely civil; and others (as 
festivals of greater account) were both ecclesiastical and civil. 

All Sundays throughout the year, and the fifteen days of the 
Paschal solemnity, were festivals both in the ecclesiastical and 
civil account. For they were not only days of more solemn 
religious observation, but also days of vacation from law-suits 
and prosecution of secular business. Other festivals were 
purely of ecclesiastical account: for they were days of religious 
assembly, but not entirely days of vacation. Others were 
purely civil festivals, that is, days of vacation from law-suits 





222 Distinction between civil p06 
and secular affairs, but not distinguished by any peculiar cha- 
racter of religious observation. Of this sort were the ferte 
estive, or the thirty days of harvest ; and the ferte autum- 
nales, or the thirty days of vintage; and three days under 
the common name of the Kalends of January ; one day called 
the natalis urbis Rome, the foundation of Rome; and another 
the natalis, or foundation of Constantinople ; and four days 
called the natales imperatorum, including both their natura & 
birthdays and their civil birthdays, that is, their tnaugura— 
tion to the empire. Of all which, because there is frequen 
mention made of them in the ancient writers, and laws, anal 
canons, it will not be amiss to speak a little more particularly 
in the entrance of this discourse. 

the fe 2. All these are comprehended in one law of Theodosius ancl 

egeiag. Valentinian junior, under the general name of feria forense23, 

ays of va- days of vacation or rest from pleadings in the civil courts «of 
cen ey, Judicature. Where all days in the year are appointed to be 
goa juridical!, except the two months of harvest and vintage, arad 
afumnaies. the Kalends of January, and the natales of the two great 
cities, Rome and Constantinople, and the birthdays of the 
emperors, and their inauguration to the empire, and the fifteen 

days of Easter, which were festival both in the ecclesiastical 

and civil account, as also all Sundays throughout the year. 

- Where it is rightly observed by Gothofred?, that the other 


1 Cod. ‘Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de Fe- 
riis, leg. 2. (t. 1. p. 121.) Omnes dies 
jubemus esse juridicos. Illos tan- 
tum manere feriarum dies fas erit, 
quos geminis mensibus ad requiem 
laboris indulgentior annus accepit, 
zestivis fervoribus mitigandis, et au- 
tumnis foetibus decerpendis. Kalen- 
darum quogue Januariarum con- 
suetos dies otio sancimus. His ad- 
jicimus natalitios dies urbium maxi- 
marum Rome atque Constantino- 
polis, quibus debent jura deferre, 
qe et ab ipsis quate nata sunt. 

anctos quoque Pasche dies, qui 
septeno vel precedunt numero, vel 
sequuntur, in eadem observatione 
Dumeramus. Necnon et dies solis, 
qu repetito in se calculo revolvuntur. 

arum necesse est haberi reveren- 
tiam nostris etiam diebus, qui vel 
lucis auspicia, vel ortus imperil pro- 
tulerunt. 


2 [In loc. (ibid. p. 128 col. dext.) 
Etsi Natalis ae Domini, Epi- 
phaniarum et Pentecostes solemnitas 
aay Christianos, ut feriarum dies, 
celebritate religiosa jam - 
tur, nondum tamen varidicis diebus 
in orbe Romano hoc tempore exempti 
fuere: quod ex hac lege liquet, ubi 
Paganorum etiam judicum multitudo 
adhuc magna erat, et quidem in i 
urbe Roma: inter hec scilicet initia 
satis visum, si inter festos Christia- 
norum dies, Paschales dies, diesque 
solis juridicis eximerentur, venera- 
tione Christiane religionis, ac non 
etiam alii, quantumlibet feriati Chris- 
tianorum dies, qui in diem solis 
non inciderent; sane spectacula hisce 
quoque diebus exhiberi, non minus 
quam Dominica, aut Paschatis, veti- 
tum postea a Theodosio Juniore, in 
d.l. Dominico ult. inf. de Spectaculis. 
Grischov. | 
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eclesiastical festivals of Christmas, Epiphany, and Pentecost, 
rere not as yet made festivals in the civil account. For at 
his time many of the judges were still Heathens, and therefore 
uridical pleadings were allowed on these days, notwithstanding 
tat they were kept with great solemnity and religious venera- 
2m among the Christians. But afterward, when Justinian 
'Peated this law in his Code, the prohibition of pleadings 
>on these days, and upon the Passions of the Apostles, 
&s inserted, together with a prohibition of all the public 
\Ows and games upon any of these solemnities, of which more 
sreafter, [in the seventh chapter of this Book.] 

As to those festivals which were purely civil, we are to ob- 
eve that some of them were of long standing in the Roman 
Mpire, and no new institution of Christians, but only reformed 
ad regulated by them in some particulars, to cut off the 
lolatrous rites and other cotruptions that sometimes attended 
tem. The multitude of them was complained of by Tully‘, 
id therefore Augustus cut off thirty of them at once, turning 
ose days which were deputed for honorary games into days 
‘ pleading, for the better prosecution of criminals and greater 


c(pedition of justice, as Suetonius® reports in his Life. 


3 L. 3. tit. 12. de Feriis. leg. 7. (t. 
p. 607.) Omnes dies jubemus esse 
ridicos. Illos tantum manere fe- 
uum dies fas erit, quos geminis 
ensibus ad requiem laboris indul- 
mtior annus excepit; xstivis fer- 
mibus mitigandis, et autumno fruc- 
»us decerpendis. Kalendarum quo- 
ve Januariarum consuetos dies otio 
ancipamus. His adjicimus natali- 
»3 dies urbium maximarum, Rome 


: be Constantinopolis: in quibus - 
2 t 


jura differri, quia et ab ipsis 
ita sunt. Sacros quoque Pasche 
es, qui septeno numero vel prece- 
ant, vel sequuntur. Dies etiam 
‘atalis, atque Epiphaniarum Christi, 
: Godage commemoratio Apo- 
oO Passionis, totius Christiani- 
itis magistre, a cunctis jure cele- 
ratur: in bale etiam predictis 
inctissimis diebus neque spectacu- 
rum copiam reseramus. In eadem 
bservatione numeramus et dies so- 
quos Dominicos rite dixere ma- 
wes, qui repetito in sese calculo re- 


And a 


volvuntur: in quibus parem necesse 
est habere reverentiam ; ut nec apud 
ipsos arbitros, vel a judicibus flagi- 
tatos, vel sponte electos, ulla sit cog- 
nitio jurgiorum. Nostris etiam die- 
bus, qui vel lucis auspicia, vel ortus 
impeni protulerunt. In quindecim 
autem Paschalibus diebus compulsio 
annonariz functionis, et omnium 
publicorum privatorumque debito- 
rum differatur exactio. 

4 Vid. cont. Verrem, [ Act. Prima. 
n. 10. [al. 31.] (v. 3. p. 1069.) Nonse 
sunt hodie Sextiles. Fiora nona con- 
venire ccepistis. Hunc diem jam ne 
numerant quidem. Decem dies sunt 
anteludos votivos, quos Cn. Pompeius 
facturus est. Hi ludi quindecim dies 
auferent. Deinde continuo Romani 
consequentur. Ita prope xu diebus 
interpositis, tum denique se ad ea, 
quee a nobis dicta erunt, responsuros 
se arbitrantur. 

5 Vit. Augusti, c. 32. (p. 73.) Ne 
quod autem maleficium negotiumve 
impunitate vel mora elaberetur, tri- 
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like reduction was made by Antoninus Philosophus, who is 
said® to have added several judiciary days to the calendar, 
striking out many festivals, and appointing two hundred and 
thirty days in the year for hearing of causes and dispatching 
business of the law. The Christian emperors reduced the 
number of these festivals to a much shorter compass. For 
they cast away all festivals that were held in honour of the 
Heathen gods: and though they brought in all Sundays in the 
year into the computation of civil festivals, and also the fifteen 
days of the Paschal solemnity, yet the whole number did not - 
amount to above one hundred and twenty-five: so that there 
remained two hundred and forty days still for public business 
of the law. And of those one hundred and twenty-five days 
that were exempt, sixty days or two months were only set 
apart as days of vacation from the law for the convenience of 
gathering in the harvest and the vintage. The one were called 
ferie estive, and the other ferie autumnales. And these 
were ancient Roman festivals, mentioned by Statius’, and 
Aulus Gellius®, and Pliny 9, and after them by Ulpian”®, the 
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ginta amplius dies, qui honorariis 
ludis occupabantur, actui rerum ac- 
commodavit. 

6 Vid. Capitolin. Vit. Antonini Phi- 
losoph.c. ro. p. 74.(int. August. Hist. 
Scriptor. p. 174.) Judiciariz rei sin- 

arem diligentiam adhibuit; fastis 
ies judiciarios addidit, ita ut ducen- 
tos triginta dies annuos rebus agen- 
dis, litibusque disceptandis consti- 
ae (Lugd 
Sylvar. l. 4. ¢.4. v.39. (Lugd. 
Bat. 1616. 8.) ‘ 
Certe jam 
leges. 
Et pacem piger annus habet, mes- 
sesque reverse 
Dimisere forum: nec jam tibi turba 
reorum 
Vestibulo, querulique rogant exire 
clientes : 
Cessat centeni moderatrix judicis 
hasta. 

8 Noct. Attic. ].9. c. 15. (p. 461.) 
Cum Antonio Juliano rhetore, per 
feriarum tempus estivarum, dece- 
dere ex urbis sstu volentes, Nea- 
polin concesseramus. 

9 L.8. Ep.1g. (p. 207.)...Julio 


. 8 ® 
Latiz non miscent jurgia 


mense, quo maxime lites interqui- 
escunt. 

10 Digest. 1.2. tit.1a. de Feriis. 
leg. 1. (ap. Corp. Jur. Civ. t.1. p. 
197.) Ne quis messium vindemia- 
rumque tempore adversarium 
ad judicium venire, oratione Divi 
Marci exprimitur: quia occupatl 
circa rem rusticum in forum com- 
pellendi non sunt, &c.—Ibid. (p. 
198.) Sed excipiuntur certze cause, 
ex quibus cogi poterimus et per id 
temporis, cum messes vindemizeque 
sunt, ad preetores venire: scilicet # 
res tempore peritura sit, hoc est, si 
dilatio actionem sit peremptura. Sane 
quoties res urget, cogendi quidem 
sumus ad prectorem venire, verum 
ad hoc tantum cogi equum est, ut 
lis contestetur et ita ipsis verbis ora- 
tionis exprimitur: denique alterutro 
recusante post litem contestatam liti- 

re, dilationem oratio concessit.— 

g. 2. (p. 198.) Eadem oratione 
Divus Marcus in senatu recitata effe- 
cit, de aliis speciebus preetorem adiri 
etiam diebus feriaticis: ut puta, ut 
tutores aut curatores dentur, ut officii 
admoneantur cessantes, excusationes 
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famous lawyer, who shows at large for what end they were 
appointed, that countrymen might not be molested in gathering 
their fruits at their proper seasons, except it were in some ex- 
traordimary cases, which required a more speedy decision be- 
fore the pretor. The schools of rhetoric had also their vaca- 
tions at these seasons, as we learn both from Aulus Gellius!! 
and St. Austin'?, And because this sort of ferie had nothing 
of harm, but only convenience in them, they were continued 
without scruple by the Christian emperors, and established by 
their Jaws, as we have seen, upon consideration of the useful- 
ness and necessity of them; leaving it to the judges of the 
several provinces of the world to determine precisely what time 
they should commence: for they did not begin the harvest 
month, or the vintage month, everywhere on the same day, 
but some countries sooner and some later, according to the 
different state and condition of every climate. And so the ob- 
servation of these two months continued, as Gothofred !3 notes, 
to the time of the Emperor Otho, who first abrogated them in 
the laws of the Lombards. 


3. The next civil feriw were the Kalends of January: which, Of the Ka- 
ends 0 


January. 


tur, alimenta constituantur, 
probentur, ventris nomine in 
possessionem mittatur, vel rei ser- 
vandz causa, vel legatorum, fideive 
commissorwm, vel damni infecti, &c. 
—Leg. 3. (p. 199.) Solet etiam mes- 
sis vindemiarumque tempore jus dici 
de rebus, que tempore vel morte 
iture sunt. Morte, veluti furti, 
i, injure, injuriarum atrocium, 
qui de incendio, ruina, naufragio, 
rate, nave expugnata rapuisse dicun- 
tur, et si qu similes sunt. Item si 
res tempore periture sunt, aut ac- 
tionis dies exiturus est. Liberalia 
quoque judicia omni tempore finiun- 
tur. Item in eum, qui quid nundi- 
narum nomine adversus communem 
utilitatem accepent, omni tempore 
jas dicitur. 

11 See n. 8, preceding. 

12 Confess. 1. 9. c. 2. (t. I. p. 
157 d.) Et placuit mihi in con- 
spectu tuo non tumultuose abripere, 
sed leniter subtrahere ministerium 
lingus mee nundinis loquacitatis ; 
ne ulterius pueri, meditantes non le- 

BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


m tuam, non pacem tuam, sed 
ipsanias mendaces et bella forensia, 
mercarentur ex ore meo arma furori 
suo. Et opportune jam paucissimi 
dies supererant ad vindemiales ferias, 
statui tolerare illos, ut solemniter 
abecederem, et redemtus a te jam 
non redirem venalis, &c.—Ibid. (p. 
158 a.) Veruntamen quia propter 
nomen tuum, quod sanctificasti per 
terras, etiam laudatores utique ha 
ret votum et propositum nostrum, 
jactantize simile videbatar, non op- 

iri tam proximum feriarum tem- 
pus, sed de publica professione atque 
ante oculos omnium sita ante disce- 
dere, ut conversa in factum meum 
ora cunctorum intuentium, quam 
vicinum vindemialium diem preeve- 
nire voluerim, multa dicerent, quod 
quasi appetissem us vider. 

18 In Cod. Theod. 1.2. tit.8. de 
Feriis, leg. 2. (t.1. p.123. col. sinistr.) 
Tandem vero sublate fuerunt he fe- 
rise ab Ottone, I. 2. tit. ¢9. Legis Lon- 
gobardorum. 


Q 
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as Gothofred thinks, comprised three days, the day before the 
Kalends, the Kalends, and the third of the Nones, or as 
others 4 say, the day before the Nones, that is, the fourth of 
January, commonly called Bota and Vota's, because it was 
the day of sacrificing for the emperor's safety. These were 
continued by the Christian emperors without any idolatrous 
rites, but still were days of great liberty and extravagance. 
Upon which account the ancient Fathers and Councils com- 
monly declaim with great invectives against the observation of 
them. For not only Tertullian '® speaks against them, whilst 
they were accompanied with idolatrous and superstitious rites 
in the time of Heathenism, but in after-ages the fathers in their 
popular discourses are often very severe and copious in their 
dissuasives from the observation of them, both upon the ac- 
count of the relics of superstition remaining in the hearts of 
many Christians, and also because they were occasions of great 
looseness and debauchery among the people. St. Chrysostom" 
says, ‘many were superstitiously addicted to the observation of 
times, and made divination and conjectures upon them; as, if 
they spent the new moon in mirth and pleasure, the whole 
year would be prosperous and lucky to them. So both men 
and women gave themselves to intemperance on these days 
out of this diabolical persuasion, that the good or bad fortune 
of the rest of the year depended upon such an ominous begin- 


14 Vid. Dempster. ratte ad 
Rosin. Antiquit. 1. 4. c. 4. p. 543. 
(P. p- 539 a.) De Calendis, None, et 
dibus. 

15 — i 16. ch. 4. 8.17. v. 6. 


Pie De De Totol. c. 14. (p. 93 d.) Ni- 
mirum Saturnalia et Kalendas Janu- 
arias celebrans hominibus placebat 


Kalendas] (t.1. p. 699 a.) Oi be ey 
Tots kammAciots a ayares Yuroperos THpe- 
poy, ovrot pev pahiora o UPR, KA 
Gowreias kai aoeBeias €premhnoperor 
TmoAANs" aceBeias pev, Ore Traparnpov- 
ow nuepas of ravra mo.ourres, ral 
olwvifovrat, cai vouiCoveww, ef ry 
voupyviay Tov U pnvds rourou peF ndorns 
kal evppoourns émireAeoatey, xai roy 


e Paulus]? an modestia et pa- 
tientia? an gravitate, an humanitate, 
an integritate?...Judeis dies suos 
festos exprobrat Spiritus Sanctus. 
Sabbata, inquit, vestra, et neomenias 
et cerimonias odit anima mea. No- 
bis, quibus cabbata extranea sunt, et 
neomeniz, et ferie a Deo aliquando 
dilectse, Saturnalia, et Januane, et 
Brume, et Matronales frequentan- 
tur? &c. 

17 Hom. 23. In eos, qui Novilunia 
observant. t. 1. p. 297. [Bened. in 


drravra TOLOUTOY éSeuy émaurdy aow- 
retas 0€, Ort umd my € yuraixes cal 
avdpes uahas Kai Tmornpta wAnpdcar- 
Tes pera TohAns 7, doewreias roy 
dxparoy srivovat. : -“AAAos 8¢ ai 
Ths éoxarys dvoias ‘by ety, ard HS 
pads Hyuepas et Seca yévoiro, Kai Tov 
TraytTds Touro poo doxep € éviavTou’ ovK 
avoias 8¢€ pdvov, adAd cat dcaBodrrys 
évepyetas ” Kpiows auTn, pn TH olxeig 
orovdh cai mpoOupia, GAG Tais Ter 
hpepav Trepiddors ra xara riy Bioy 
emiTpemety TOY NueTepoy. - 
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aing of it. Which was the Devil’s invention to ruin the prac- 
ace of all virtue.’ He observes further'®, that they were used 
in the celebration of these times to set up lamps in the market- 
place, and crown their doors with garlands, which he condemns 
together with their superstition and intemperance, as a mixture 
of diabolical pomp and childish folly. The like complaints are 
made by St. Austin!9, Chrysologus®, Prudentius?!, Asterius 
Amasenus”?, and St. Ambrose?3, So that though these festi- 
vals of the Kalends were allowed by the imperial laws, yet 
they were generally condemned by the ancient writers, because 
of the vanities and excesses and abuses that were usually com- 
mitted in them. And particularly the Council of Trullo% for- 
bids the dancings and other ceremonies that were used both by 
men and women on the Kalends and the Bota, under the 
penalty of excommunication: as I have had occasion to show 
more fully in speaking of the discipline of the Church. And 
the Council of Auxerre takes notice of the remains of some 
Heathen superstition in France, in offering an hind or a calf, 
which they call a diabolical observation. 


18 Ibid. p. 300. (p. yor b.) To 
mpos 7 npépas enronabat rovauras, xa 
wreiova ev abrais Bexeo Gar spor, cal 
AUXvOUS Grew emi ris ayopas, ral 
meget méxew, mawdixns avoias 

. «My Thy Ovpay ris oixias ore- 


S$, KT. 
19 Serm. 5. de Kalend. Januar. 


t. 10. has ha Ne {al. Serm. 197. Ed. 
Bened. (t. 5. p. 904.) De pases 
Januariis, contra nos, fragm 


reperta in Bede et Flori Collsetione 
in Paulum ad Rom. c.1. Ep.] 
2 Serm. 156. ol? 218.) Ubi nos- 
tram Christus, 
31 L.1. ae ‘Symmach. V. 237- 
(v. hs 736.) 
ano etiam celebri de mense li- 
ee 
Auspiciis epulisque sacris, quas in- 
veterato, 
Heu miseri! sub honore agitant, et 
gaudia ducunt 
Festa Kalendarum. Sic observatio 


crevit, 

Ex atavis quondam male cepta: 
deinde secutis 

Tradita temporibus, serisque nepo- 
tibus aucta, 


Traxerunt longam corda inconsulta 
catenam, 

Mosque tenebrosus vitiosa in seecula 
fluxit. 

32 Hom. 4. de Fest. Kalendar. 
ap. Combefis. Auctar. Nov. (p. 65 
b. Q-) «.. ToAAol Tporipavres my 
«x THs paraséraros rpupny cal aoxo- 

» KT. 
2 Nie 17. [al. Serm. 1) (t. 2. 
aun 400 a. n. 2.) Cur ubi 
abitat, qui est abstinentia, 
can perania, castitas, inducitur co- 
messatio, &c. 

24 C. 62. (t.6. p. 1170 d.) Tas 
oure A pevas: xahaydas, wal ra e- 
youeva a, Kai ra rahoupeva Bpov- 
padia, cal my €v TH mpary rou Map- 
tiov pnvis nuepg TeAovperny wavizyv- 
piv, xaOanag éx rhs tev moTay Todt 
relas mepuatpeOnvas BovAdpeba’ adda 
pny cal ras ray yuvaiey dnuocias co op- 
Xnoes, sroAAny AUpyy cai BAdBny ép~ 
wovety Suvapévas .. . dromeprdpeda. 

3 B.16. ch. 4. 8. 17. v.6. p. 224. 

2% C.1. (t. 5: p-957 ©.) Non licet 
Kalendis Januarii vecolo aut cervolo 
facere vel strenas diabolicas obser- 
vare.—Sirmond and Labbe instead 
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Of the em- 
peror’s 
birthdays. 
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4. The next civil festivals were the emperors’ birt 
which were of two sorts; the one was called natalis gen 
their natural birthday ; and the other natalis impertt 
inauguration ; as they are distinguished in several le 
the Theodosian Code2’, and other ancient writers, whic 
collected by Gothofred2® in great abundance. Who al 
serves, that when it is said by ancient writers that Const 
was born in Britain, it is to be understood according - 
distinction, to mean his imperial birthday, and not his n: 
For his natural birth was at Naisus in Dacia, as Pagi?9 
from many express testimonies of Julius Firmicus and S 
nus de Urbibus, and other ancient writers: but his in 
birth, or inauguration to the empire, was in Britain. 
Baronius and many other learned writers mistaking 1 
natural birth have thence concluded that he was bi 


of vecolo, read it vetula, prisco more 
pro vitula. [Vid. Sirmond. ad 1. 
n.2. (ap. Labb. ibid. p.g62 c.) Qui- 
dam libri vecola alii vecola aut vecolo 
legunt. Lectio nostra [vetula] auc- 
torem habet sanctum Eligium in 
Sermone ad omnem Plebem: Nemo 
in Kalendis Januartis nefanda et 
ridiculosa, vetulas aut cervolos, vel 
jocitcos faciat, &c. ... Hanc autem 
lectionem confirmat, simulque quid 
sit vetula aut cervolo facere docet 
vetus Pcenitentiale in codice Ande- 
vensi: Si quis, inquit, in Kalendis 
anuarits in cervulo et in vetula vadet, 
tribus annis peeniteat, quia hoc demo- 
nium est. Utrobique porro vetula 
riscoO more scriptum pro vitula. 


>) 
Cod. Theod. 1.2. tit.8. de Fe- 
riis, leg. 2. (t. 1. p. 121.) Parem ne- 
cesse est haberi reverentiam nostris 
etiam diebus, qui vel lucis auspicia, 
vel ortus imperii protulerunt.—L. 6. 
tit. 26. de ximis, leg. 11. (t. 2. 
p. 156.)...Genuinus natalis nostri 
dies, &c.— Leg. 17. (ibid. p. 161.)... 
— die natalis mez clementiz, 

c. 

28 In Cod. Theod. ]. 1. tit. 8. leg. 
2. (t. 1. p. 125.) Natalis suos, &c. 

29 Crit. in Baron. an. 306. n. 8. 


al.g.] (t. 1. p. 337.) Constantini 
agni patriam fuisse Naissum, op-. 


idum Dacise mediterranea 
Servis dicts, certum esse 
Hoc enim Stephanus de U 
qui nuper cum notis in H: 
lucem ve Petes Po: 
eneta (L. 2. Hepi Gezdray), 
ae (L.1. Matheseos, sub ix 
et Anonymus Valesianus dise! 
bis docent. Hic tgitur Const 
natus Helena matre vilissima 
infirme conditionis) tn oppido 
atque eductus, quod opmdum 
magnifice ornavit, literts mt 
structus, obses apud Diocletic 
Galerium sub tisdem fortiter 
miitarit, inquit Anonymus ‘\ 
nus. Accedit Cedrenus, qu 
stantinum apud urbem Daciz 
scribit. Decepit Anglos, < 
viros doctissimos locus Pan 
Maximiano et Constantino « 
quo legitur, Liberavit tlle, (C. 
tius, Constantini M. pater) . 
nias servitute ; tu etiam nobi 
sllic oriendo fecisti. Que et 
ita ab illis de Britannia accept 
natus illic Constantinus esse! 
tamen oratoris mens sit, grati 
ibi ortum factumque impe 
Constantinum, ac uno ver 
tali imperii, non de natali ¢ 
loquatur. Quare, ts Co 
nus Anglus sive Britannus 
inter fabulas computandum. 
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Britain. But this only by the way. These birthdays of the 
emperors, whether natural or political, were always of great 
-steem and veneration. The law of Theodosius orders them to 
be observed with the same reverence and ceremony as all other 
civil festivals, that is, to be days of vacation from public plead- 
ings at the law : and on these days it was usual for great men 
to entertain the people with the public games and shows, which 
Was partly to honour the days, and partly to give some diver- 


£10n to the people. 


The pretor of Rome was obliged by his 


Office to do this, as appears by several laws of Arcadius in the 
Theodosian Code. And the judges might be present at them 
@Xce a day in the morning?!, when they distributed moncy, 
SOme silver, some gold, according to their quality, among the 
People. And on these days the emperors’ statues or images 
‘Were produced for the people to pay their civil respect and 
Veneration to them; reserving ‘divine worship, and religious - 
“Adoration, exceeding the dignity of man, to the Celestial 

jesty alone,’ as the laws? elegantly word it. But if it hap- 
ened that any.of these days fell upon a Sunday, then by a 
aw of Theodosius the public games were omitted2, and came 
mot into the solemnity of the days. And Theodosius Junior 
«xcepted also the other great festivals of Christ’s nativity, and 
Epiphany and Easter, and Pentecost, or the whole fifty days 


30 L. 6. tit. 4. de Pretoribus, leg. 
19. (t. 2. p. 66.) Preetores, Romanus 
et Laureatus, natalibus nostri numi- 
nis scenicas populo preheant volu 
tates.— Ibid. leg. 35: (p. 66.) Ex 
tL pretoribus, ae aquzeductui 

osiaco fuerant deputati, unum, 
qui centum librarum argenti munifi- 
centiam suam definita erogatione 
precludit, eterni principis ac fratris 
mei Honorii natalium festivitatibus 
precipue deputari. 

#1 Ibid. 1. 15. tit. 5. de Specta- 
culis, leg. 2. (t.5. p.350.) Nullus 
omnino judicum aut theatralibus lu- 
dis, aut circensium certaminibus, aut 
ferarum cursibus vacet, nisi illis tan- 
tum diebus, quibus vel in lucem 
editi, vel imperii sumus sceptra sor- 
titi: hisque, ut ante meridiem tan- 
tum solemnitati pareant, post epulas 
vero ad spectaculum redire desis- 
tant. In quo tamen omnes sive ju- 
dices, sive privati, nibil penitus auri 


premio dandum esse cognoscent: 
quod solis licet consulibus, quibus 
erogandi moderationem vite meritis 
permisimus. | 

32 Ibid. tit. 4. de Imaginibus, leg. 
I. (p. 346.) Si quando nostre statuze 
vel imagines eriguntur, seu diebus, 
ut assolet, festis, sive communibus, 
adsit judex, sine adorationis ambi- 
tioso fastigio, ut ornamentum diei, 
vel loco et nostre recordation, sui 
probet accessisse presentiam. Ludis 
quoque simulacra proposita tantum 
in animis concurrentum mentisque 
secretis nostrum numen et laudes 
vigere demonstret: excedens cultura 
hominum dignitatem Superno Nu- 
mini reservetur. 

83 Ibid. 1. 15. tit. 5. de Spectacu- 
lis, leg. 2. (p. 350.) Nullus solis die 
populo spectacula preebeat, nec di- 
vinam venerationem confecta solem- 
nitate confundat. 


| 
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derived; and therefore it was proper that the feasts of ther. 
dedication should be observed by a vacation from lawsuits on 
the annual days of their foundation.’ 

This is the short account of the civil feria, or festivals, a 
far as concerns their obscrvation under the government and 
allowance of Christian emperors. I now proceed to the other sort 
of festivals, which were of sacred or ecclesiastical observation. 


CIIAP. IL. 
Of the original and observation of the Lord’s-day among 
Christians. 
ileedee pick 1. Tue principal and most noted among the sacred and 
tirned ob. ecclesiastical festivals was always that of the Lord’s-day, which 
rae in was observed with great veneration in the ancient Church from 
from the the very time of the Apostles. The Apostles themselves are 
often said to mect on this day for divine service, being the day 
under the of the Lord's resurrection. Thus, (Acts 20, 7.) “On the first 
wae day of the week, when the disciples came together to break 
ry erga bread, Paul preached unto them, ready to depart on the 
the first 
day of the TMorrow, and continued his speech until midnight.” So again, 
regi nape (1 Cor. 16, 2.) “ Upon the first day of the week, let every one 
breaking af of you lay by him in store, as God hath prospered him, that 
bread, S¢- there be no gathcrings when I come.” And St. John expressly 
styles it the Lord’s-day : (Rev. 1, 10.) ‘I was in the Spirit on 
the Lord’s-day.” Which cannot mean the Jewish Sabbath : for 
then he would have called it so: nor any other day of the week : 
for that had becn ambiguous: but the day on which Christ arose 
from the dead, on which the Apostles were used to meet to cele- 
brate divine service, on which Paul had ordered collections to be 
made, according to the custom of the primitive Church. Seeing 
therefore he speaks of this as a day well known and used in 
the Church, it cannot be doubted but that it was distinguished 
by this name from the received use and custom of the Church. 
For otherwise how could Christians have understood what 
St. John intended to signify by this name, if he had designed 
to denote any other day by it? as Mr. Turretin‘° argues well 
upon the resolution of this question. 
The matter thus founded in apostolical practice may be 


40 Theolog. part. 2. loc. 11. de p. 103 3-).... Non sane Sabbatho Ju- 
b Lege Dei, quest. 14. 8. 7. (t. 2. deeorum, quod procul dubio nomi- 
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farther illustrated and confirmed from the general usage of 
the Church in the following ages. Pliny, who was an Heathen 
magistrate in the reign of Trajan not long after St. John’s 
death, took the account of the Christian assemblies from the 
mouths of some apostatizing Christians, and they told him“, 
‘their custom was to meet together early in the morning before 
it was light on a certain fixed day, and sing hymns to Christ 
as their God, and bind themselves with a sacrament to do no 
evil, and afterwards to partake of a common feast.’ Which is 
a plain description of the service of the Lord’s-day, and parti- 
cularly of the agape or feast of charity, which was usually an 
attendant of the communion in the primitive Church every 
Lord’s-day. Ignatius, who lived about the same time, makes 
as plain a reference to the observation of the Lord’s-day, 
when he bids the Magnesians‘? ‘not to sabbatize with the 
Jews, but to lead a life agreeable to the Lord’s-day, on which 
our life was raised from the dead by him (that is, by the Lord 
Christ) and by his death.’ Clemens Alexandrinus‘, as Cote- 
lerius observes, well illustrates and explains this passage of 
Ignatius, showing what it is to lead a life conformable to the 
Lord’s-day, when he says, ‘ He that observes the precepts of the 
Gospel, makes it to be the Lord’s-day, whilst he casts away 
every evil thought, and takes to him the true gnostic thoughts 
of wisdom and knowledge, thereby glorifying the resurrection 
of the Lord.’ 


nasset, non aliquo tantum die sep- 
timanz, guia sic ambiguus esset 
titulas ad implicandum potius, quam 
explicandum comparatus, sed die 
illo, quo Christus resurrexerat, quo 
convenire solebant Apostoli ad sacra 
peragenda, et quo Paulus ordina- 
verat collectas habendas, prout mo- 
ris erat in primitiva ecclesia. Cum 
ergo de illa die tanquam nota et in 
ecclesia usitata loquatur, dubium 
non est, quin ex recepto ecclesiz 
usu hoc nomine insignita sit. Quis 
enim alias Christianorum intellex- 
isset, quid Johannes hac appellatione 
ignificasset, 8i quam aliam diem 
i 3 irae e 

. 10. Ep.97. (p. 278.) Affir- 
mabant autem, hanc Prise summam 
vel culpwe suz, vel erroris, quod 
essent soliti stato die ante lucem 


convenire, carmenque Christo, quasi 
Deo, dicere secum invicem: seque 
sacramento non in scelus aliquod 
obstringere, sed ne furta, ne latro- 
cinia, ne adulteria committerent, ne 
fidem fallerent, ne depositum appel- 
lati abne nt. Quibus peractis, 
morem sibi discedendi fuisse, rur- 
susque coeundi ad capiendum cibum, 
promiscuum tamen et innoxium. 

42 Ep. ad Magnesian. n. 9g. (Cotel. 
Vv. 2. p.20.) Mnxers caSBarifovres, 
dAA\a xard xupiaxny (anv (avres, 
oT. XA. 

43 Stromat. 7. (p. 877. 28.) Ovros 
€vroAny thy Kata TO EvayyeAcoy dia- 
mpatduevos, Kupraxny eéxeiyny thy 
nuépay trotet, Gr dy awoBadAn davdov 
vonpa Kal yveoriKoy mpoodd8y, Ty 
. avr@ rou Kupiov avdoracw sofa- 

oy. 
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Hence we learn, that Kuptax was the common name of the 
Lord’s-day, and that Kupiaxny (iv is to lead a life conformable 
to the Lord’s-day, in memory of our Saviour’s resurrection. 
Yet sometimes the Ancients, when they write to the Gentiles, 
scruple not to call it Sunday, to distinguish it by the name 
best known to them. As Justin Martyr, writing his Apology 
to the Heathen‘*, says, ‘ We all meet together on Sunday, on 
which God, having changed darkness and matter, created the 
world, and on this day Jesus Christ our Saviour arose from the 
dead.’ In like manner Tertullian‘>, answering the objection 
made by the Heathens, that the Christians worshipped the 
sun, says indeed ‘they made Sunday a day of joy, but for 
other reasons than to worship the sun, which was no part of 
their religion.’ At other times, when he writes only to Chris- 
tians, he commonly uses the name of the Lord’s-day*®, and 
especially when he would distinguish it‘? from the Jewish 
Sabbath. And the like may be observed in the laws of the 
first Christian emperors. Constantine ‘* uses the name Sunday, 
when he forbids all lawsuits on this day. Valentinian‘? uses 
the same name upon the same occasion. So does also Valen- 
tinian Junior, and Theodosius Senior, and Theodosius Junior ™, 
in settling the observation of this day. But they use the name 
indifferently, styling it sometimes the Lord’s-day, which was 


“ Apol. 2. (p. 99 a.) Thy 8€ rou nXi- 


Feriis, leg. 1. (t. 1. p. 118.) Sicut in- 
ov nuépay KOU TaVTeEs THY ouvehevow 


dignissimum videbatur, diem solis, 


rrotoupeba" érewday Tpory €oriv neepa, 
év 7 6 Geds, TO oKdros kai 77H vAny 
Tpeas, Koo pov éroinge’ Kai ‘Ingods 
Xproros, 6 nuerepos Swrnp, TH avTy 
nimepa €k VEKP@Y aveoTn. 

45 Apol. c. 16. (p. 16 b.) A5que si 
die [al. diem] solis leetitiee indulge- 
mus, alia longe ratione quam re- 
ligione solis, &c.—Ad Nation. 1. 1. 
c. 13. (p.50 a.) Alii...solem Chris- 
tianum Deum estimant, quod in- 
notuerit ad orientis partem facere 
nos precationem, vel die solis lzti- 
tiam curare. 

46 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Die Dominico jejunium nefas duci- 
mus, vel de geniculis ae 

47 De Jejun. c. 15. (p. 

. Exceptis scilicet Sabbetie’ a Sho. 
minicie. 

48 Cod. Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de 


venerationis suse celebrem, alter- 
cantibus jurgiis et noxiis partium 
contentionibus occupan, ita gratum 
ac jucundum est eo die, que sunt 
maxime votiva, compleri. 

49 Ibid. leg. 2. (ibid. p. 121.) Ka- 
lendarum Januariarum consuetos 
dies otio sancimus.... Nec non ¢ 
dies solis, &c. 

6 Ibid. eod. 1. 8. de Executon- 
bus, leg. 1. (t. 2. p. 589.) Die solis 
neminem Christianum ab exactori- 
bus volumus conveniri, &¢c.—Leg. 
3. (p. 591.) Solis die, quem Do- 
ininicum rite dixere majores, omni- 
um omnino litium, negotiorum, con- 
ventionum quiescat intentio, &c.— 
L. 11. tit.7. de Exactionibus, leg. 10. 
(t.4. p. 74.) Die solis, qui dudum 
pay ffl festus | habetur, &e.— 

Leg. 13. (p. 76.) ‘oii die, que 
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more proper among Christians, as is particularly noted in one 
of the laws of the younger Valentinian *', which runs thus: 
Solis die, quem Dominicum rite dixere majores, §&c. On 
Sunday, which our forefathers have rightly and customarily 
called the Lord’s-day. His reference to ancient custom is 
confirmed not only from what has been alleged out of Ignatius 
and Clemens Alexandrinus and Tertullian, but from the use of 
the word Kupraxy in the Epistle of Dionysius, Bishop of Corinth 
to Pope Soter, recorded by Eusebius *?, where he says, ‘ Zo-day 
we observed the Lord’s holy day,—riv Kuptaxhy ayia jpépav 
dinydyouev.’ And from what Eusebius> says of Melito, Bishop 
of Sardis, that he wrote a book wept Kupiaxijs, concerning the 
Lord’s-day. In like manner Irensus in his Epistle to Pope 
Victor >4 says, ‘ The mystery of the Lord’s resurrection, or the 
Paschal festival, ought to be kept only on the Lord’s-day,—rjj 
tis Kuptaxijs juépg.”? And Origen®*, to distinguish it from the 
Jewish Sabbath, says, ‘that manna was rained down from 
heaven on the Lord’s-day, and not on the Sabbath, to show 
the Jews, that even then the Lord’s-day was preferred 
before it.’ 

This evidences not only the antiquity of the name, but that 
the observation of the day in memory of our Lord’s resurrec- 
tion was the universal practice of the Church from the time of 
the Apostles. And from one solemn act of breaking bread in 


Dominicum rite dixere majores, &c. p. 245. 14.)....'O Elpnvaios. . .. wa- 


—L. 15. tit. 5. de Spectaculis, leg. 2. 
(t. 5. p. 350.) Nullus solie die po- 


pulo 7 eeeruares preebeat, &c. 
id. |. 11. tit. 7. de Exactioni- 


bus, | - 13. (t. 4. p. - 76) Solis die, 
quem uae rite dixere ma- 


jores, 
32 L. yi C. 23. (v. 1. p. 187. 6.) Th» 
hash otvy Kupiaxny ayiay nyépay 
a Tha c. 26. (p. 188. 23-) MeAi- 


Tavos Ta wept rot Hdoxa dv0,. . nai 6 


wep Kuptaxis Adyos. 
54 Ap. Euseb. 1. 5. c. 24. (ibid. 


pioraras pev rd Geiv ev pdry = THs 
Kuptaxys nuépa td THS TOU Kupiov 
Gvaordcews énireheiobar pvotnptoy. 
55 Hom. 7. in Exod. 15. t. 1. 
p. 82. (t.2. p.154 8.) Quod si ex 
divins Scripturis hoc constat, quod 
die Dominica Deus pluit manna de 
celo, et in Sabbato non pluit, intel- 
ligant Judei, jam tunc prelatam 
esse Dominicam nostram Judaico 
Sabbato, &c.—See also the Canon 
Paschalis of Hippolytus, cited b 
Gothofred, in Cod. Theod. 1. 8. tat. 


leg. 3. (t. 2. Pp. 592.) 


ETEI AAEZANAPOY KAIZAPOZ 
TQ. A. APXH 
AI KYPIAKAI TOY TIAZXA KATA 
ETO2. 


Item : 


ATIOMNHZ@HZESOAI AE AEI 
OTAN EMITEZH KYPIAKH. 
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the constant celebration of the eucharist on this day, I have 
once before observed >, out of Chrysostom, that it is sometimes 
called, dies panis, the day of bread, because it was the general 
custom in the primitive Church to meet for breaking of bread, 
and receiving of the communion on every Lord’s-day through- 
out the year. And I shall not need here to be more particular 
concerning this, or any other part of the public service per- 
formed on the Lord’s-day, such as psalmody, reading of the 
Scriptures, preaching, and praying, and exercising discipline 
upon penitents, and absolving them, because I have treated 
largely of these in their order in several Books before: but 
now only take notice of some special laws and customs that 
were observed, to show a more peculiar reverence, honour and 
respect to the supereminent dignity of this day. 


All pro- 2. Among these we may reckon in the first place those im- 
= rl perial laws, which suspended all actions and proceedings at the 


denand law on this day, whether arrests, pleadings, exactions, sen- 
dn this dey, tences of judges, or executions: except only such as were of 
sal aber absolute necessity or some eminent charity, as the manumis- 
absolute sion of slaves, or granting them their freedom, which was not 
pate forbidden, because it was an act of considerable charity and 
rity: as great mercy. This was the same respect as the old Roman 
sion of -1@WS had paid to their feriw or festivals in times of idolatry 
slaves, Sc. and superstition. But as then the Lord’s-day was of no 
account among the Heathen, so no exemption was made in its 
favour; but this was juridical as well as any other, till Constan- 

tine made thie first law to exempt it. And now also the Chris- 

tian laws concerning the observation of the Lord’s-day, which 
exempted it from being juridical, still admitted of some ex- 
ceptions, as the Heathen laws in relation to their feri@ had 

done before them. The exceptions made by the Heathen 

laws are particularly specified by Ulpian>’, out of the Edicts of 


5 B. 1s. ch.o. 8.2. v.5. p. 539- 

57 Digest. 1. z. tit. a Foe, 
leg. 2. (Corp. Jur. Civ. t. 1. p. 198.) 
...-Divus Marcus....effecit, de 
aliis speciebus pretorem adiri etiam 
diebus feriaticis : utpuvta ut tutores 
aut curatores dentur....vel rei ser- 
vande causa, vel legatorum, fideive 
commissorum, vel damni_ infecti: 
item de testamentis exhibendis: ut 


curator detur bonorum ejus, qui an 
heres exstiturus sit, incertum est: 
aut de alendis liberis, parentibus, pa- 
tronis: aut de adeunda suspecta 
hereditate: aut ut aspectu atrox 
injuria estimetur; vel fidei commis- 
saria libertas preestanda.— Ibid. leg. 
3: (p. 199.) Solet etiam messis vin- 

emiarumgque tempore jus dici de 
rebus, que tempore vel morte peri- 
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Trajan and Marcus Antoninus, where the hearing of all causes 
of absolute necessity and great charity, and about all military 
affairs, is allowed on their festivals: as the appointing of 
curators and guardians to orphans, and causes relating to 
matters of preservation and damage, and legacies and trusts, 
and exhibiting of wills, and maintenance of children, parents, 
and patrons: and all causes wherein a man might suffer great 
damage either by delay or by death, as in case of theft, or 
great injuries and losses by fire, or shipwreck, or piracies, or 
any cases of the like nature. 

Now as the old Roman laws exempted the festivals of the 
Heathen from all juridical business, and suspended all processes 
and pleadings, except in the forementioned cases: so Con- 
stantine ordered that the same honour and respect should be 
paid to the Lord’s-day; that it should be a day of perfect 
vacation from all prosecutions, and pleadings, and business of 
the law, except where any case of great necessity or charity 
required a juridical process and public transaction: for such 
cases were always thought to be consistent with the design of 
the rest both of the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day, as our Lord 
himself had interpreted the law of the Sabbath in many cases 
of beneficence and doing good, both by his doctrine and his 
example. Therefore Constantine peremptorily forbad ** all his 
judges to hear any causes either criminal or civil on this day, 
except such as could not be deferred without intrenching upon 
the rules of charity ; which sort of actions and causes the law 
calls votiva, good offices, such as the emancipation or mauumission 
of slaves, which he allows any one to perform in a legal manner 
on this day, and there should lie no prohibition against them. 
Honorius in like manner*? excepts the causes that were com- 


ture sunt. Morte, veluti furti, tentionibus occupari, ita gratum ac 


damni, injure, injuriarum atrocium, 
qui de incendio, ruina, naufragio, 
rate, nave expugnata rapuisse dicun- 
tur, et si quz similes sunt.—Ibid. 
leg. 9. (p. 262.).... Que ad discipli- 
nam militarem pertinent, etiam feri- 
atis diebus peragenda, &ec. 

68 Cod. Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de 
Feriis, leg. 1. (t. 1, p.118.) Sicut 
indignissimum videbatur, diem solis, 
veneratione sui celebrem, altercanti- 
bus jurgiis et-noxiis partium con- 


jocundum est, eo die que sunt max- 
ime votiva compleri: atque ideo et 
mancipandi et manumittendi die 
festo cuncti licentiam habeant, et 
super his rebus actus non ie 
hibeantur.—Vid. Cod. Justin. 1. 3. 
tit. 12. de Feriis, leg. 2. (t. 4. p. 
606.) Ut in die Dominico emanci- 
pare ac manumittere liceat, relique 
cause vel lites quiescant, &c. 

59 Cod. Theod. 1. 13. tit. 5. de 
Naviculariis, leg. 38, (t. 5.p. 90.).. 
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menced against the navicularii, or masters of vessels, tran- 
sporting the public corn from Afric to Rome: if any fraud was 
suspected in them, they were to be examined by torture upon 
any festivals or days of devotion without delay or molestation : 
because the preservation of the public corn was a matter of 
great concern to the public welfare of Rome, bread being the 
staff of life; and therefore inquisition into such frauds was 
proper to be made upon any day whatsoever without excep- 
tion. For the same reason Honorius and Theodosius Junior, 
by another law®, ordered prosecution to be made against the 
Isaurian pirates on any day, not excepting Lent or Easter-day; 
lest the discovery of wicked designs should be delayed, which 
was to be effected only by putting the robbers to the rack in 
their examination ; which it was to be hoped the great God 
would readily pardon, seeing the preservation and safety of 
many innocent men was procured thereby. So that in such 
cases, where mercy and charity or the necessities of the public 
good were concerned, all days were juridical, and actions at 
law might be prosecuted on the Lord’s-day as well as any 
other. But excepting these particular cases, the prosecution 
of lawsuits on this day was universally forbidden. Valentinian 
Senior prohibited® all arrests of men for debt, whether public 
or private, on this day. For no man might be convened even 
by the exactors of the public revenues, under pain of incurring 
the emperor’s highest displeasure for the breach of this law. 
Valentinian Junior speaks a little more expressly®: ‘On 


Hujusmodi igitur inquisitio etiam 
diebus feriatis et devotionum absque 
ulla observatione peragenda est. 

60 Cod. Theod. 1. 9. tit. 35. de 
Questionibus, leg. 7. (t. 3. p. 255.) 
Provinciarum judices moneantur, ut 
in Isaurorum latronum questionibus 
nullum Quadragesimz, nec venera- 
bilem Pascharum diem existiment 
excipiendum : ne dieratur scelerato- 
rum proditio consiliorum, que per 
latronum tormenta querenda est; 
cum facillime in hoc Summi Numinis 
speratur venia, per quod multorum 
ealus et incolumitas procuratur. 

61 Tbid. 1. 8. tit. 8. de Executori- 
bus, leg. 1. (t. 2. p.589.) Die solis, 
qui dudum faustus habetur, nemi- 
nem Christianum ab exactoribus 


volumus conveniri; contra eos, qui 
id facere ausi sint, hoc nostri statuti 
interdicto periculum sancientes.— 
This is repeated, Cod. Theod. 1. 11. 
tit. 7. de Exactionibus, leg. ro. (t. 4. 


Pp. 74. 

d tid. leg. 3. (t. 2. p. sot.) 
Solis die, quem Dominicum rite dix- 
ere majores, omnium omnino litium, 
hegotiorum, conventionum quiescat 
intentio: debitum publicum priva- 
tumve nullus efflagitet: ne apud 
ipsos quidem arbitros, vel in judiciis 
agitatos, vel sponte delectos, ulla 
sit agnitio jurgiorum. Et non modo 
notabilis, verum etiam sacrilegus ju- 
dicetur, qui a sanctse religionis in- 
stituto rituve deflexerit.— This law is 
also repeated, Cod. Theod. 1. 11. tit. 
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Sunday, which our forefathers rightly called the Lord’s-day, 


let all prosecution of causes, controversial business and disputes, 
be wholly laid aside: let no one demand either a public or a 
private debt: let there be no hearing of causes either before 
arbitrators appointed by law, or voluntarily chosen. And let 
him be accounted not only infamous, but sacrilegious also, who- 
ever departs from the rule and custom of our holy religion. 
And the same Valentinian, together with Theodosius the Great, 
has another law®, wherein he appoints all Sundays in the year 
to be days of vacation from all business of the law whatsoever, 
according to the observation of other festivals. 

3. Neither was it only business of the law, but all other vara secular 
secular and servile labour and employments that were super- forbidden, 
seded on this day, except only such as men were called to by exoeptipath 
necessity or some great charity ; as earing and harvest, which or charity 
at first were allowed on this day, that men might not be dis- el ages 
appointed of their seasons ; and the visiting of prisoners by the gathering 
bishops and judges, which was so far from intrenching upon rds in 
the sacred rest of this day, that it was a necessary office of aba by 
mercy and charity, which the laws enjoined them. Eusebius," 
in the Life of Constantine ™ takes notice of two laws made by 
him in relation to his army, whom he obliged to rest from all 
military exercise on this day. And whereas some of them were 
Heathens. and some Christians, by the first law he obliged that 
part of his army, which were Christians, to repair with all 
diligence to the Church of God: .and that they might have 
more liberty and leisure to attend their prayers there, he dis- 
charged them from all other business and employment on that 
day. As to the other part of the army which were still Hea- 
thens, he obliged them by a second law to repair into the open 
fields, and there having laid aside their arms, with one consent 


4. de Exactionibus, leg. 13. (t. 4. 


PO bod, Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de 
Feriis, leg. 2. (t. 1. p. 121.) Necnon 
et dies solis, qui repetito in se cal- 
culo revolvuntur, i in eadem observa- 
tione pac arse a to _ 
same purpose the law o an 

Anthemius, Cod. Justin. 1. 3. c. 12. 
de Feriis, leg. 11. (t. 4. p. 608.) Do- 
minicum itaque diem ita semper 
honorabilem decernimus et veneran- 


dum ; ut a cunctis exsecutionibus 
excusetur: nulla quenquam urgeat 
admonitio: nulla fidejussionis fla- 
gitetur exactio: taceat apparitio : 
advocatio delitescat: sit ille dies a 
cognitionibus alienus : preeconis 
horrida vox silescat: respirent a - 
controversiis litigantes, et habeant 
foederis intervallum, &c. 

64 L. 4. cc. 18, 19, 20. (v. I. pp» 
635, 636.) 
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bound in prison might mercifully be relieved, according to the 
command of God: and the bishop was to appoint some faithful 
and diligent person to provide them necessaries, and to see that 
they had a competent sustenance out of the Church.’ This was 
an act of great mercy, and therefore justly excepted from the 
common works and employments that were forbidden on the 
Lord’s-day. However, in the Justinian Code7°, this work is 
transferred from the Lord’s-day to Wednesdays and Fridays, 
which were days also of church-assemblies, but not so strictly 
observed as the Lord’s-day ; and by other laws?! that liberty 
which Constantine granted to countrymen to follow their 
works of husbandry on the Lord’s-day, was in a great measure 
restrained. 

Private writers, and the canons of the Church, also run 
against it. Irenzus, expounding the law of the Sabbath??, 
thus expresses his sense of it: ‘Though the Law did not forbid 
those that were hungry to take meat, and eat of such things as 
were next at hand; yet metere et colligere in horreum vetabat, 
at did forbid men to reap, and carry into barns. (Exod. 34, 
21.) “Six days thou shalt work, but on the seventh day thou 
shalt rest: in earing time and harvest thou shalt rest.”’ Ter- 
tullian?? in like manner says, ‘ The law of the Sabbath forbids 
all human works, but not divine. Consequently it forbids 
all those works which are enjoined on the six days, namely, 
their own works, that is, human works, or works of their daily 
vocation. But such a work as the Levites’ carrying about the 
ark on the Sabbath, was no human or common work, but sa- 


70 L. g. tit. 4. de Custodia Reorum, 
leg. 4. (t. 4. p. 2324. ad calc.) Xpy7 
d€ rov erioxomoy, xara Terpadny } 
Tlapackxevny, émoxémrerOar rovs ev 
gvuAaky, K. 7.2. 

71 Novel. 54. (ad calc. Corp. Jur. 
Civ. Ed. Amstel. 1663. t. 2. p. 259.) 

Kai pyre yewpyov, unre rua 
drricOa epywy €v ravry T@Y pn veEvo- 
plo pevay. 

72 LL. 4. c. 20. (p. 305. 16.).... 
Esurientes accipere Sabbatis escas 
ex his, que sdjncebant, non veta- 
bat lex: metere autem et colligere 
in horreum vetebat. 

73 Cont. Marcion. 1. 2. c. 21. (p. 
392 c.) ....Contrarietates praecep- 
torum ei exprobras, ut mobili et 
instabili, prohibentis Sabbatis ope- 


ran, et jubentis arcam circumfern 
per dies octo, id est, etiam Sabbato, 
in expugnatione civitatis Hiericho. 
Nec Sabbati enim inspicis legen, 
opera humana, non divina, prohi- 
bentem. Siquidem sex, inquit, die- 
bus operare, et facies omnia “ae 
tua. Septima autem die Sabbats 
Domino Deo tuo; non facies in 
ea omne opus, quod utique tuum. 
Consequens enim est, ut ea opera 
Sabbato auferret, que sex diebus 
supra indixerat, tua scilicet, id est, 
humana et quotidiana. Arcam vero 
circumferre, neque quotidianum o- 
pus videri potest, neque humanum; 
sed et rarum et sacrosanctum, et ex 
ipso tunc Dei precepto utique Divi- 
num. 
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cred and divine by God’s express command.’ St. Austin, or 
whoever was the author of the Sermons de Tempore’‘, says, 
‘The Apostles transferred the observation of the Sabbath to 
the Lord’s-day, and therefore from the evening of the Sabbath 
to the evening of the Lord’s-day, men ought to abstain from all 
country work and secular business, and only attend divine ser- 
vice.’ Some think this homily is one of Ceesarius Arelatensis, 
a French bishop, which is very probable: for the French 
Councils about his time are very express in forbidding works 
of husbandry on the Lord’s-day. The third Council of Or- 
leans7> distinguishes between the Jewish and Christian way of 
observing the Lord’s-day : for ‘whereas some people were per- 
suaded, that it was unlawful to travel on the Lord’s-day, either 
with horses, or oxen, or chariots, or to dress any victuals, or to 
do any thing pertaining to cleanliness of house or man: which 
came nearer the Jewish than the Christian observation :’ they 
therefore decreed, ‘that all things might lawfully be done that 
were used to be done before.’ But however men ought to ab- 
stain from all country work, as husbandry, dressing of vine- 
yards, reaping and mowing, and threshing, that they may have 
more liberty to come to church, and offer up their prayers to 
God. So likewise the Council of Auxerre”: ‘It is not lawful 
on the Lord’s-day to yoke oxen, or do any works of the like 
nature.’ And the second Council of Mascon?7: ‘ Let no one on 
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74 Hom. 251. de Temp. t. 10. p. 
307. [al. Append. Serm. 280. ] (t. 5. 
pend. p. 467 c.) Ac ideo sancti 
dace ecclesiz decreverunt om- 
nem gloriam Judaici sabbatismi in 
diem Dominicam transferre, ut, quod 
ipsi in figura, nos celebraremus in 
veritate.... Observemus ergo diem 
Dominicam et sanctificemus illam, 
sicut antiquis preceptum est de 
Sabbato, dicente Legislatore, A ves- 
ad am celebratis 
Sabbata vestra. Videamus ne otium 
nostrum vanum sit, sed, a vespera 
diei Sabbati usque ad vesperam 
diei Dominici sequestrati a rurali 
opere et ab omni negotio, soli di- 
vino Paplen a8. ( a.) 
- 27. Lal. 25.} (t. 5. p. 302 a. 
Quia persuasum est eae die 
Dominico cum caballis et bobus et 
vehiculis itinerare (al. agi itinera 
non debere, neque ullam rem 


victum preeparare, vel ad nitorem 
domus vel hominis pertinentem nul- 
latenus exercere: que res [quia] ad 
Judzam (al. Judaicam] magis, quam 
ad observantiam Christianam perti- 
nere probatur; id statuimus, die 
Dominico, quod ante fieri licuit, li- 
cere [al. liceat]. De opere tamen 
rurali, id est, agricultura [al. arato}, 
vel vinea, vel sectione, [vel] mes- 
sione, [vel] excussione, vel exsecta 
sepe [al. exarto vel sepe], censuimus 
abstinendum, quo facilius ad eccle- 
siam [con]venientes orationis gra- 
tia vacent. 

76 C. 16. (ibid. p. 959 a.) Non 
licet die Dominico boves jungere, 
vel alia opera exercere. 

7 C.1. (ibid. p. 980 e.) Nullus 
vestrum litium fomitibus_ vacet : 
nullus causarum actiones exerceat : 
nemo sibi talem necessitatem exhi- 
beat, quee jugum cervicibus jumen- 


nm A 
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this day prosecute a lawsuit, no lawyer plead any causes, no 
one put himself under the necessity of yoking his oxen. But 
be ye all intent and ready both in body and mind to sing 
hymns and praises to God. If any one contemn this admoni- 
tion, he shall be punished according to the quality of his of- 
fence. If he be a lawyer, he shall lose his privilege of pleading; 
if he be a countryman or slave, he shall be severely beaten 
with rods; if a clergyman or monk, he shall be six months sus- 
pended from the communion of his brethren.’ 

There are a great many other French and Spanish Councils 
to the time of Charles the Great’7® that have canons prohibit- 
ing the same thing: which show, that the liberty indulged by 
Constantine, of working at husbandry on the Lord’s-day, was 
never well approved by the Church: but it was no easy mat- 
ter to restrain men from the use of that first liberty, which the 
law had granted them, and therefore they continued to enjoy 
the indulgence, which had so plausible a pretence; and in 


torum imponere cogat. Estote mercata, neque causationes discep- 
omnes in hymnis et laudibus Dei tationesque exerceantur, et penitus 
animo corporeque intenti...... Si a rurali et servili opere cessetur : 


quis vestrum ..... hanc salubrem 
exhortationem fori penderit, aut 
contemptui tradiderit, sciat se pro 
qualitatis merito principaliter a Deo 
puniri, et deinceps sacerdotali quo- 


his solummodo peractis, que ad 
Dei cultum et servitium pertinere 
noscuntur.—C. Mogunt. sub Carol. 
M. c. 37. (ibid. p. 1250 d.) Omnes 


dies Dominicos cum omni venera- 


que irs implacabiliter subjacere. Si 
causidicus fuerit, irreparabiliter cau- 
sam amittet: si rusticus aut servus, 
vioribus fustium ictibus verbera- 
itur: si clericus aut monachus, 
mensibus sex a consortio suspen- 
detur fratrum. 

78 Vid. Preceptum Guntramni 
Regis, ad calc. C. Matiscon. 2. (t. 5. 
p. 0% b.) Idcirco hujus decreti ac 
definitionis generalis vigore decerni- 
mus, ut in omnibus diebus Domi- 
nicis, in quibus sanctz resurrec- 
tionis mysterium veneramur, vel in 
quibuscunque reliquis solemnitati- 
bus, quando ex more ad veneranda 
templorum oracula universe plebis 
conjunctio devotionis congregatur 
studio, preter victum quem pre- 
parari convenit, ab omni corporali 
Opere suspendantur, nec ulla causa- 
rum precipue jurgia moveantur.— 
C. Arelatens. 6. c. 16. (t.7. p. 1237 
e.) Ne in diebus Dominicis publica 


tione decrevimus observari et a ser- 
vili opere abstinere: et ut mercatus 
In eis minime sit, nec placitum, ubi 
aliquis ad mortem vel ad pcenam 
judicetur.—C. Turon. - sub eod. 
c. 40. (ibid. p. 1267 d.) Interdicatur, 
ne mercata et placita usquam fiant 
die Dominica, qua oportet omnes 
Christianos a servili opere in laude 
Dei et gratiarum actione usque ad 
vesperam perseverare.—C. Remense. 
c. 35. (ibid. p. 1257 e.) Ut diebus 
Dominicis, secundum Domini pre- 
ceptum, nulla opera servilia quilibet 
perficiat, nec ad placita conveniat, 
nec etiam donationes in publico fa- 
cere presumat, neque mercata ex- 
erceat. [The Author also cites C. 
Tolet. 11. c.8. (t.6. p. 550.) and 
C. Cabill. 2. c. 18. (t. 7. p. 1276 b.), 
but the places referred to contain 
Beye on the subject in hand. 
D. 
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many places the evil increased; for some kept courts, and 
pleaded causes, and kept fairs and markets, and traded on this 
day as well as any other, as appears from the several com- 
plaints made against these things in the time of Charles the 
Great, who endeavoured among other things to correct these 
abuses in his reformation. 

But the Church did not only oppose the profaners of the 
Lord’s-day, but all such as with a pharisaical superstition on 
the other hand pretended to carry the observation of it to an 
unreasonable rigour and strictness in abstaining from all bodily 
labour. The Dositheans among the Jews are noted by Ori- 
gen’9, as putting a ridiculous sense upon the law of Moses, 
(Exod. 16, 29.} which said, “ Abide ye every man in his place; 
let no man go out of his place on the seventh day.” This they 
interpreted so literally and rigorously, as that whatever habit, 
place, or posture a man was found in on the Sabbath-day, he 
was to continue in it till the evening: that is, if he was found 
sitting, he must sit still all the day; or if lying down, he must 
lie all the day. The Jewish rabbins were as ridiculous in their 
confutation of this dream of Dositheus; for they pretended to 
say, out of some fabulous and frivolous traditions, that every 
man’s place was the space of two thousand cubits round him; 
and, therefore, he that travelled no further ®°, was not reputed 
to move out of his place. They were no less ridiculous in in- 
terpreting those other laws against working and bearing bur- 


Surynoews, oloyras eri Tov cxnpaTos, 
ov dy xaradnpéy tis év TH Nepa Tov 
Za8Barov, peévery pexpis éomepas* 


79 Tlepi dpxay. 1. 4. c. 2. [n. 17. 

p- 743 [ Just. Ruffin. Interpret. 

(t. 1. Ne 176.)... Alii vero, ex quibus 
ithe 


Dositheus Samaritanus,.. . ridiculo- 
sius aliquid statuunt, quia unusquis- 

ue quo habitu, quo loco, qua posi- 
tione in die Sabbati fuerit inventus, 
ita usque ad vesperam debeat per- 
manere; id est, vel si sedens, ut 
sedeat tota die; vel si jacens, ut 
tota die jaceat.—This is repeated in 
Origen’s Philocalia, c.1. p.14. ad 
calc. Libr. cont. Cels. Cantabr. 1677. 
(Paris. 1619. p. 36.) Of éx meprropns 
sy wate PAvapovory evpeciroyourres, 
Wuxpds rapaddcecs pein dowep 
Kai wept rov LaSParov, dacxorres 
rémoy exaory elvas XirxiAlous myes’ 
Dror Be, Sv ears Aocibeos 6 Zapa- 
pevs, xatayweoxoyres THs rotauTns 


GAAad cat rd py alpey Adoraypa év 
™ népa tov SaBBarov, aunyxavor’ 
iérep eis amepavrodcyiay ol ray 
"lovdaiwy diddoxada €AnAvOace deE- 
yovres, Bacraypa pev elva rd rodvde 
Unddnua, ov pny Kat rd rodvde, Kal 
TO HAovs €xov cavdddtoy, ov pny Kal 
To aynAwroy’ cat ro root emt rov 
dpou Popovpevoy, ov pv kai émi dvo 
Opov. 

80 L. 4. c. 2. p. 743. (ibid. p. 176, 
antea.) Fabulas autem inanes et fri- 
volas commentantur, ex nescio qui- 
bus traditionibus proferentes de Sab- 
bato, dicentes, unicuique locum 
suum reputari intra duo millia ul- 
narum. 
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dens on the Sabbath-day. They said®!, ‘If a man had nails in 
his shoes, it was reputed a burden; but if he had no nails, it 
was no burden. If he carried any thing upon one shoulder, it 
was & burden; but if upon both shoulders, it was none.’ And 
some of them were so superstitious, as if their lives lay at 
stake, they would not move a finger to help themselves, for 
fear they should be thought to break the Sabbath by work- 
ing. Synesius®? gives a famous instance of this in a certain 
Jewish pilot, who was steering a ship in a violent tempest : he 
laboured hard till the Sabbath came on, but then he let go the 
helm, and left the ship to the mercy of the winds and sea; and 
though a soldier threatened him with present death, unless he 
would resume his labour, yet he refused, and, like a true Mac- 
cabee, was ready to sacrifice his life to his superstition. But 
afterwards, upon second thoughts, about midnight he betook 
himself to his post, saying, Now the law allows it, because we 
run the hazard of our lives. Synesius elegantly calls him a 
Maccabee for his first resolution, because a thousand of the 
Maccabees suffered themselves to be cut in pieces by their ene- 
mies, rather than they would take the sword in hand to fight, 
or do any thing to defend themselves on the Sabbath-day ; 
which made Mattathias and his friends decree, that whoever 
should come to make battle with them on the Sabbath-day, 


8! Ibid. (p. 179.) Ad fabulas in- 


“Hyeis 8e THY pev ovcay alriay ov 
finitas ....Judzeorum doctores de- 


evOvs ent voor éBahAdpeBa: aréyre- 


voluti sunt dicentes, non reputari 
onus, si calceamenta quis habeat 
sine clavis; onus vero esse, 81 Ca- 
ligulas quis cum clavis habuerit. 
Et si quidem super unum hume- 
rum aliquid portaverit, onus judi- 
cant; 8i vero supra utrumque, ne- 
gabunt esse onus. 

82 Ep. 4. ad Evoptium. (p. 161d. 
et p. 162. )* Hyepa fey ouv Hy, Wy ria 
dyovow oi "Tov8aior Hapackeuny" TY 
d€ vuxra T7 per’ auTny nuépa doyi- 
(ovat, nal nv ovdevi Oéuts ear 
evepyov exety Hud xetpa, ahha Tt 
povres dade évT@s. avryy, éyovow 
ampagiay’ peOnxey ovv ex TaY YeLpav 
é KuBepynrys To mndadzov, erretOay 

y WAtoy etxagey amroAeNouTevat THY 
ynv’ xal, xaraBadoy éavrov, 
lareiy rapeixe rp O€dovrs vavridwy. 


ow 8€ Td mpaypa oidpevos, Mpoojes- 
pev, éAurapoupey rT) karan poeabas 
pndere ras éaxaras eAridas kai yap 
87 Kai émretxov ai Tpixupiat, rou wee 
ners kal mpos éavrd oractacavros. 
‘ et & oby ouvnKapey Top your 
ris drrodeiews Tov mm Sadiav,.. 
mecOous d drroyvavres, ayayKny on xpos. 
nyonev. Kai tis arpariarns yer 
vidas ...... ro sichos omracdyeros, 
nmeiAnce avOpame Ty Keadny 
aroxdéwev, ef py ayTtAnotro rov 
oxcous" 6 8€ avréxpna MaxxaBaios 
olos hv éyxaptephoat 8éypare’ pee 
rovons dé 78n THs YUKTOS, Trap’ €avToU 
dvarreiBerat mwpos ha kabedpa yever Ga. 
Nov yap, now, 6 vopos épinow, € érret- 
Cay viv capas roy Unép ths Wuxis 
Oéoper. 
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they would fight against him, and not die all, as their brethren 
that were murdered in the secret places. (1 Maccab. 2, 41.) 
And the Jewish pilot wisely bethought himself in time of this 
example, and so saved the ship at last by working on the Sab- 
bath. Josephus® says, this decree of Mattathias was observed 
by the Jews in part: for if they were in present danger of 
their lives, they would fight on the Sabbath; but if the enemy 
only made preparation for an assault the next day, and did not 
actually assault them on the Sabbath, they would do nothing 
to oppose them on that day. And this gave occasion to Pom- 
pey first, and to Titus afterward to overcome them. The Es- 
senes were yet more rigorous: for they would not kindle a 
fire, nor move a vessel out of its place on the Sabbath-day. 
And the Dositheans exceeded all the rest, as we have heard 
before, in superstitious madness. The Christians, therefore, in 
opposition to these furies, were careful to observe a just me- 
dium in the celebration of the Lord’s-day, neither to indulge 
themselves in the liberty of unnecessary works on this day, 
nor wholly to abstain from working, if a great occasion re- 
quired it. 

The Council of Laodicea®4 thus determines the matter, in 
settling the observation both of the Sabbath and the Lord’s- 
day, between which they put this difference,—that Christians 
should not Judaize, or rest from bodily labour on the Sabbath, 
but work on that day, (that is, so far as divine service would 
permit); but they were to give preference in this respect to the 
Lord’s-day, and to rest, if possible, and abstain from working. 
But if any were found to Judaize, they were to be anathema- 
tized as great transgressors. Balsamon®> and Zonaras® upon 


$3 Antiquit. Jud. |. 14. ¢. 8. 
(Huds. 4. n. 2. v. 1. p. 614. 4.) 
Ei 8€ yn warpioy fy nuiv apyety ras 
€B8opnasas nuépas, ovK Gv nvvcOn rd 
Xepa, KwArudvrey exeivov’ apxovras 
yap paxns xai runrovras apvvacbat 
didmcrv 6 vdéuos, GAdo 8€ ti Spavras 
rous moAepious OvK €a. 

54 C. ag. (t. 1. p. 1501 c.) "Ore ov 
det Xptoriavovs Iovdailew, xal ev ra 
LaBBare cxodrdlew, adrAa épyafer Oa 
avrovs ¢y rH avry npepg: thy 8é 
Kuptaxny mporipovres, etye Suvavro, 
cxoAdlew ws Xpioriavol. ei S€ evpe- 


Oeiev “Iov8aicrat farwcay avabepna 
mapa XpiorTe. 

85 [In loc. p. 839 d. (ap. Bevereg. 
Pandect. t. 1. p. 466 a.) HpoaéGevro, 
elye Svvawro, of moro. El yap & 
mevias # GAAns trios avaykys, Kal 
Kata THY KupLovupoy épyaferai Tis, 
ov mpoxpipariaOncerat. Grischov. | 

86 [In loc. eund. (ibid. p. 466 b.) 
‘O pev xavwy, ef Suvavro, mpooebero' 
6 8€ moAtreias vdpos amapaimnroy Thy 
dpytay év ty Kuptaxy amatret, dvev 
TaY yewpyav’ éxeivos yap év Kuptaxy 
épyaler Oa: éhinow, Sri iows tay ép- 
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this canon very well observe, that the words elye ddvawro, tf 
possible, suppose some special cases that may dispense with 
men’s working on the Lord’s-day, as extreme poverty and 
want; to which may be added all other cases of necessity, as 
fighting to preserve men’s lives against an enemy, toiling at the 
helm and oar to escape the violence of a tempest, travelling to 
church for the service of God, dressing of food for the life of 
man, labouring to deliver a man or beast in manifest danger 
of death, and any the like cases, which are all so reasonable, 
that the greatest adversaries of our Saviour, when he proposed 
some such cases, could not but own the justness of his pro- 
ceedings. And from his example the Christian Church took 
her measures, in stating the exceptions that were proper to 
be made to the Jaw about working on the Lord’s-day, in con- 
tradistinction to the perverse way of observing the Jewish 
Sabbath. 

4. Another thing, which the Christian laws took care of, to 
secure the honour and dignity of the Lord’s-day, was, that no 
ludicrous sports, or games, or recreations, however allowable at 
other times, should be followed or frequented on this day. 
There are two famous laws of Theodosius Senior, and his 
grandson, Theodosius Junior, to this purpose in the Theodosian 
Code. The first ®” peremptorily forbids any one, who either by 
his office or otherwise had any concern in exhibiting the pub- 
lic games to the people, to gratify them with any thing of this 
kind on the Lord’s-day, whether it were a gymnastical exer- 
cise of gladiators in the theatre, or a stage-play, or an horse- 
race in the circus, or an hunting and fighting of wild beasts, 
lest the worship of God should be disturbed and confounded 
with any such entertainments as these. And the other ®® ex- 
tends the prohibition of these pleasures, as well to the festival 
of Christ’s Nativity, and Epiphany, and Easter, and Pentecost, 


yov Karemetyovrwy, otK evpnrovow 
w ~ 
@Anv népay ovtws avrois eis ra 


é avrav ovpBaddAoperny. Gri- 
schoo 
87 


nico, qui septimane totius primus 
est dies, et Natali, atque Epipha- 
niorum Christi, Paschze etiam et 
Quinquagesime diebus ..... omni 


XX. i 


i. 15. de Spectaculis, tit. 5. 
leg. 2. (t. 5. p. 350.) Nullis solis die 
populo spectacula prebeat, nec di- 
vinam venerationem confecta so- 
lemnitate confundat. 

88 Ibid. leg. 5. (p. 353.) Domi- 


theatrorum atque circensium volup- 
tate per universas urbes earundem 
populis denegata, tote Christiano- 
rum mentes Dei cultibus occupan- 
tur, &c. 
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as to the Lord’s-day; and equally enjoins both Jews and Gen- 
tiles over all the world so far to show a respect to these days, 
as to know how to make a distinction between times of suppli- 
cation and times of pleasure. Nor should it be any excuse for 
any one to plead, he exhibited such diversions to the people in 
honour of the emperor’s birthday, which might happen to fall 
in with some of these seasons: for they were given to under- 
stand, that no greater honour could be paid to his Imperial 
Majesty on earth, than to have a just respect and veneration 
shown to the Majesty of Almighty God in heaven. A like 
order was made by Leo and Anthemius °°, ‘ that no stage-play, 
nor games of the circus, nor hunting of wild beasts, should be 
performed on this day. And if it so happened that any of the 
emperor’s birthdays fell upon the Lord’s-day, the observation 
of their birthday should be put off to another day. And who- 
ever transgressed this order, either by exhibiting these games, 
or by being present at them as a spectator only; if he were a 
military man, he should forfeit his office; if a private man, be 
liable to confiscation of all his goods.’ And the same penalty is 
imposed on all judges, advocates, and apparitors, that pretended 
to prosecute any business of the law upon this day. 

The Church was no less careful to guard the service of this 
day from the encroachment of all vain pastimes and needless 
recreations. The Jews, though they would not work on their 
Sabbath, yet made no scruple to spend it in idleness, or worse 
exercises than any innocent bodily labour, as dancing, and re- 
velling, and other unlawful pleasures; against which the An- 
cients often inveigh, and endeavour to dissuade their people 
from following so bad an example. ‘The Jews in our time,’ 
says St. Austin %, ‘celebrate their Sabbath in a sort of rest, 
which is nothing but a corporal laziness, languid, vain, and 
luxurious. For they rest only for trifling vanities; and when 
God commands them to observe the Sabbath, they exercise the 
Sabbath in those things which God forbids. Our rest 1s from 


8 Cod. Justin. 1. 3. tit. 12. de rioso celebrant Judi. Vacant enim 
Feriis, leg. 11. See b. 16. ch.8. ad nugas... Vacatio nostra a malis 
8. 4. v. 6. p. 373. n. 64. operibus, vacatio illorum a bonis 

9 In Ps. ot. t. 8. Pp. 417. (t. 4. operibus est. Melius est enim arare, 
p- 982 a.) Hune [diem Sab ati] in quam saltare. Illi ab opere bono 
presenti tempore otio quodam cor- vacant; ab opere nugatorio non va- 
poraliter languido et fluxo et luxu- cant. 
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evil works, their rest is from good works. For it 1s better to 
go to ploughing, than, as they do, to dancing. They rest from 
good works, but rest not from works of vanity and trifling.’ So 
in another place 9!, ‘A Jew would do better to work in his field 
at some useful labour, than spend his time at the theatre ina 
seditious manner. And their women had much better spin on 
the Sabbath, than spend the whole day on their new moons in 
immodest dancing. Therefore God commands thee to observe 
the Sabbath spiritually, not as the Jews do, in carnal rest, to 
satisfy their vanity and luxury.’ Prudentius™ brings the same 
charge against the Jews, objecting to them their misemploying 
the Sabbath in lascivious dancing: and Ruffin %, on those words 
of Hosea, (2,11.) ‘I will cause all her mirth to cease, her feast- 
days, her new moons, and her Sabbaths, and all her solemn 
feasts,” says, ‘These were the feasts in which the whole nation 
spent their time in dancing, singing, and lascivious banquet- 
ings.’ St. Chrysostom also objects it to them, ‘that when 


91 De Decem Chordis, c. 3. t. 9. 
p. 269. fel. Serm. 9. c. 3.] (t.5. p. 
50 c.) Dicitur tibi, ut spiritaliter 
observes Sabbatum; non quomodo 
Judzi observant carnali otio : vacare 
enim volunt ad nugas atque luxurias 
suas. Melius faceret Judzeus in agro 
suo aliquid utile, quam in theatro 
seditiosus exsisteret. Et melius foe- 
minz eorum die Sabbati Janam fa- 
cerent, quam totam diem in menianis 
suis impudice saltarent. [Editi, in 
neomentis. Verius aliquot MSS. tn 
menianis. Sic enim in Joan. Evang. 
Tractat. 3. n. 19. (t. 3. part. 311 b.) 
There the same words occur, on 
which the Benedictine Editors make 
a similar remark, and add, Meniana 
Veteres vocant podiolos seu domorum 
solaria.—Vid. Du Fresne, Glossar. 
Med. et Infim. Latinit. (Paris. 1733. 
t. 4. col. 665.) Menianum, projectio, 
Aah e£wortns. Gloss. Lat. Grec. 

S. Sangerman. Georgius Florus 
de Expedit. Caroli vi11. in Neapo- 
lit. Reg. apud Gotofredum ad eun- 
dem Reg. p. 236. Nam quod Helve- 
tium ad meniana quedam, ut specta- 
ret, conscendentem, &c. Ubi mentana 
edificia interpretatur vir doctissi- 
mus. Vox nota Latio: vide Festum 
et Nonium.—Conf. Lexic. Forcellin. 


et Facciolat. (Patavii, 1828. t. 3. p. 
10.) Menianum .... €£worpa, tabu- 
latum, vel lapis extra parietem pro- 
jectus, et ad prospiciendum aptus: 
[Anglice, a balcony?) dictus a quo- 
am Menio, qui primus ultra co- 
lumnas, ut ait Festus, extendit teg- 
na, quo ampliarentur superiora.... 
Menianum etiam fuit in privatorum 
domibus, quod Veneti vulgo diago 
ab nAcaxdv, solarium, vocant; Itali 
vero ballatojo, pergolo ...... i 
lapide, alii materia edificavere por- 
ticibus mzniana, et foribus et domi- 
bus adjicerunt, &c. Ep.] 
92 Apotheos. v. 350. (v. 1. p. 467.) 
Sacer ille tibi redeuntibus 
annis, 

Sed sacer in pecude. Stultum est 
sic credere sacrum ; 

Sanguine balantis summos _ con- 
tingere postes, 

Lascivire choris, &c. 

8% In Hos. 2. rr.— Ap. Oper. 
Ruffin. 1580. fol. (ap. Migne, Patro- 
log. t. 21. p. 976.) Posuit nomina 
feriarum, in quibus plurimum leta- 
batur, cum tota regio choreis, canti- 
cis, epulisque lasciviret. 

94 Hom. 1. de Lazaro. t. 5. p. 32: 
(t. 1. p. 717 a.).... Ob "Iov8aiot, ray 
Biwrix@y amaddXayevres mpaypyarey, 
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they were delivered from secular cares, they had no regard to 
spiritual things, sobriety, modesty, and hearing the Word of 
God, but did all things contrary, serving their belly, indulging 
drunkenness, stuffing themselves with meat and delicacies, and 
spending their time in banquetings and pleasures.’ This was 
their way of keeping the Sabbaths, which St. Chrysostom, fol- 
lowing the Septuagint 5, (Amos 6, 3—6.) calls Sd8Sara wevdi, 
false Sabbaths, when “they lay upon beds of ivory, and stretched 
themselves upon their couches, and ate the lambs out of the 
flock, and the calves out of the midst of the stall; chanting to 
the sound of the viol, and inventing to themselves instruments 
of music, like David; drinking wine in bowls, and anointing 
themselves with the chief ointment, but were not grieved for 
the affliction of Joseph!” Which agrees with the character 
which another Prophet gives of them: “The harp and the viol, 
the tabret and pipe and wine, are in their feasts; but they re- 
gard not the work of the Lord, nor consider the operation of 
his hands.” (Isa. 5,12.) Theodoret% in like manner reflects 
upon their abuse of the Sabbatical rest in lascivious dancing : 
and again9” on the effeminacy and luxury wherein they in- 
dulged themselves on this day. Upon which account both 
he%8 and Cyril of Alexandria% apply to them the foremen- 
tioned words of Amos, and charge them with keeping false 
Sabbaths. Their luxury and banqueting on this day was be- 
come so extravagant and infamous, that.it was noted even to @ 
proverb. Cotelerius! thinks the phrase /ucus Sabbatarius, in 


Tois MvevpariKols OU MpogeEtxov, Tw- 
@pocvvy, Kai emceixeig, eat axpodcet 
Beiwy Aoyiwv' adda rovvavrioy éroi- 
oy, yaorpi(duevor, peOvovres, Siap- 
pryropevot, rpupavres. 

(Vid. Ed. bert. Bos, Frane- 
quer. 1709. (p. 1097.) Of Epydpevor 
eis npuépay xaxny, of eyyi{ovres wal 
éharrdpevot SaBBdrov Wevdav. ED. | 

% Queest. 32. in Levit. (t. 1. part. 
I. p. 210.) Of Iovdaioe xar’ abriy thy 
npepay ov oxvOpwnaf{ovotv, dAda ye- 
AGor, nal saifover, nai yopevovet, 
cat axoddoros pnuact xal mpdaypact 
Kéxpnvras, Gvrexpus te vop@ paxdope- 


vot. 
97 In Phil. 3, 19. (t. 3. part. 1. 
p. 46s.) Asaepdvras oi Iov8atur roA- 


Ay mrovodyrar rpodys empédecay, cai 
Stxatoovmms Gpov vopifover rny ey 
LaBBary bay 8cfav ravra vro- 
AapBavovres, ed’ ois Cdet aioxuver Oat. 

9 In Amos 6, 3. (t. 2. part. 2. 
P- 1435.) Of eyyi{ovres nai esbarrd- 
pevot TaBSarwv Wevdav. Oi T]) doxeiy 
Tiysavres Ta TaBBara, pupia de avrois 
sapavopa Spavres, x... 

9 In eund. loc. (t. 3. p. 314 e-) 
’Edarrépevo: TaSBarov evdayv.... 
’EmerpiBouy 8€ xai rds €v ZaBSarots 
dpyias, wry ovx eicanay nxpiBape- 
vos, arnpedas 8€ srdpmay cai padvpws 


Kopdy. 

1 In Pseudo-Ignat. Ep. ad Mag- 
nes. n. 9g. (Cotel. v. 2. p. 59. n. 60.) 
....Certe in proverbium abiit sab- 
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Sidonius Apollinarius’, has reference to this; though Savaro* 
interprets it as spoken of Theodoric and his Arian Goths 
keeping Saturday as a feast, in opposition to the Roman 
Church, who made it a weekly fast, as we shall see more in 
the next chapter. The Heathens indeed had a quite contrary 
notion of the Jews; for they thought they fasted on their Sab- 
bath, which was a vulgar mistake in them, arising merely from 
a misapprehension of their laws and practice: for because they 
kindled no fires, nor dressed any meat on the Sabbath, they 
wrongfully concluded that they spent the day in fasting. 
Whereas, the Christian writers, who better understood their 
practice, charge them every where with making it a day of 
rioting, and drunkenness, and excess of unlawful pleasures; and 
as such they earnestly caution those of their own religion 
against imitating the Jews in such perverse and abominable 
corruptions of the law, by turning a day of spiritual rest into a 
day of carnal pleasure. 

But beside the example of the Jews, Christians were under 
another temptation from the practice of the Gentiles. There- 
fore the fourth Council of Carthage made a decree‘, ‘ that if 
any one forsook the solemn assembly of the Church on the 
Lord’s-day, to go to a public show, he should be excommuni- 
eated.’ St. Chrysostom> threatens the same punishment, co- 


batarius lurus Apollinari Sidonio, 
1. 1. epist. 2. 

2 L.1. Ep. 2. (p. 6.) De luxu 
autem illo sabbatario narrationi mez 
aupersedendum est. 

[In loc. (p. 16.) Quid sit sab- 
batarius lucus, liquido non liquet. 
Si locus conjecture, sabbatarius 
luxus est ita dictus, quod Gothi 
Ariani Sabbato genio indulgerent, 
et opipare convivarentur, (quo die 
Catholici et Romani jejunabant,) 
more Arianorum Aérianorumque, 
qui diebus, quibus Christiani absti- 
nebant, odio fidei Catholice epula- 
bantur.... Atque ita cum in uni- 
verso orbe Romano die Sabbati je- 
junium celebraretur, et Ariani studia 
In contrarium destinarent, hac die 
helluabantur, diemque Saturni otio 
et victui decernebant more Sabba- 
tariorum ; idcirco dixit Sidonius sab- 


batarium luzum. Die autem solis, 
cum letitizs Christiani indulgerent, 
et jejunare nefas ducerent, illi absti- 
nebant. Grischov. ] 

4 C. 88. (t. 2. p. 1206 e.) Qui 
die solemni, pretermisso solemni ec- 
clesiz conventu, ad spectacula vadit, 
excommunicetur. 

* Hom. 6. in Gen. t. 2. p. 53. 
(t.4. p.42¢.) "AAA’ Gros py madly 
Tois avuTois mepimeonte, pnde, pera 
THY TOTAUTHY HuaY Tapaiverty, TAAL 
€ri ra garavixa ovvedpia éxeiva dpa- 
Bente, avayxaioy Stapapriper Gar’ ovde 
yap tTavrore xadkov mpoonvyn ddppyaxa 
emiriOévat, GAN’ Grav 7 dicate 
evdorov, dei xai ra orudoyra xai ra 
Sdxvewy Suvdueva mpocayety, iva raxeia 
yesnra 7 didpOwors. Mabéerwoay roi- 
vuv arravres, of Trois éyxAnpacw trev- 
Guvot, Gre ef Kai pera TAUTHY Hey THY 
mapaiveoww madiy ty aitpy pabvyia 
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piously declaiming against the public games, as the conventions 
of Satan. The African fathers, in one of their general Synods®, 
petitioned the Emperor Honorius, ‘ that the spectacles both of 
the theatre and other games might be wholly omitted on the 
Lord’s-day, and all other noted festivals of the Christian re- 
ligion, because they had found by sad experience, that even 
upon the Sunday, called the Octaves of Easter, the people met 
more at the horse-races in the circus, than at church: and 
therefore they thought, if any such days as were devoted to 
these pleasures, as the emperors’ birthdays, or the like, hap- 
pened to fall upon a Sunday, it ought to be transferred to 
some other day ; and no Heathen should have power to compel 
a Christian to be a spectator of them upon any occasion.’ For 
by the ecclesiastical law’ these sorts of diversions were uni- 
versally forbidden to all Christians, for the extravagances and 
blasphemies that were committed in them. What care was 
taken by Honorius to satisfy these demands, and remedy the 
abuses here complained of, appears not from any law of his in 
either of the Codes, but rather that he refused to comply with 
their request to prohibit the games and shows upon any other 
festivals beside the Lord’s-day, which had been prohibited 
before. For by one of his laws®, anno 399, he granted license 
to the people to solemnize and frequent their usual games and 
diversions on any public diys of rejoicing, only forbidding 


emipévaow, ov aveEdueOa, adda Trois 
yopos THs exxAnoias xpnodpevor pera 
woAAns avrovs ths apodpérnros d&- 
dafopev, pr) rotavra mAnppedeiv, 
kT. A. 

6 Cod. Canon. Afric. c. 61. (t. 
2. p. 1086 e) Kaxeivo ért, x. t. A.— 
Cf. C. vulgo dictum Africanum, c. 28. 
(ibid. p. 108s e.) Nec non et illud 
petendum, ut spectacula theatrorum 
ceterorumque ludorum die Domi- 
nica, vel ceeteris religionis Christianz 
diebus_ celeberrimis, amoveantur : 
maxime, quia sancti Pasche octa- 
varum die populi ad circum magis, 

uam ad ecclesiam conveniunt: et 
ebere transferri devotionis eorum 
dies, si quando occurferint : nec 
oportere etiam quenquam Christia- 
norum cogi ad hec spectacula. 

7 Vid. C. Carth. 3. c. 11. (ibid. p. 


1169 c.) Ut filii episcoporum vel 
clericorum spectacula szcularia non 
exhibeant, sed nec spectent, quando- 
quidem a spectaculo et omnes laici 
prohibeantur. Semper enim Chris- 
tianis omnibus hoc interdictum est, 
ut, ubi blasphemi sunt, non acce- 
dant. 

8 Cod. Theod. lib. 16. tit. 10. de 
Paganis, leg. 17. (t.6. p.284.) Ut 
profanos ritus jam salubri lege sub- 
movimus, ita festos conventus civi- 
um, et communem omnium letitiam 
non patimur submoveri. Unde abs- 
que ulla sacrificio atque ulla super- 
stitione damnabili, exhibere populo 
voluptates, secundum veterem con- 
suetudinem : inire etiam festa con- 
vivia, si quando exigunt publica 
vota, decernimus. 
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sacrifices and other superstitious rites of the Heathen. But not 
long after, Theodosius Junior published that famous law called 
Dominico®, wherein he not only restrained the people from 
celebrating their games on the Lord’s-day, but on all other 
solemn festivals, Christmas, Epiphany, Easter, and Pentecost, 
and obliged both Jews and Gentiles over all the world to show 
a respect to these days, by putting a distinction between days 
of supplication and days of pleasure. And this became the 
standing law of the Roman empire. 

5. But we are here to note, that such recreations and relax- 
ations or refreshments, as contributed only to the preservation 
or convenience of the life of man, or had any tendency to pro- 
mote the performance of divine worship with greater decency 
or perfection, were no ways comprehended in this prohibition 
of recreations and diversions on the Lord’s-day. Therefore 
though the ancient Church was very strict in observing her 
stated and solemn fasts, yet she never allowed any fast to be 
held on the Lord’s-day, no not even in Lent, out of which the 
Sabbath and the Lord’s-day were generally excepted, and 
made days of common recreation and refreshment. Tertul- 
lian!° says in general, that they counted it a crime to fast on 
the Lord’s-day. And he remarks in particular concerning the 
Montanists'!, that though they were more rigid than others in 


- observing their fasts, yet they omitted every Sabbath and 


Lord’s-day throughout the year. St. Ambrose!? says, they 
fasted not even in Lent either on the Sabbath or the Lord’s- 
day: but condemned the Manichees particularly for fasting on 
the Lord’s-day, as in effect denying the Lord’s resurrection }5, 
which is also noted by St. Austin'*; and Pope Leo'> condemns 


9 Cod. Theod. 1. 15. tit. 5. de 


p- 545 b. n. 34.) Quadragesima totis 
Spectaculis, leg. 5. See before in 


preter Sabbatum et Dominicam je- 


XX. 


this section, n. 87, preceding. 

10 De Cor. Mil. c. 3. See before, 
8. I. p. 234. n. 46. 

1! De Jejun. c. 15. (p. 552 ¢.) 
Quantula est enim apud nos inter- 
dictio ciborum ? Duas in anno heb- 
domadas xerophagiarum, nec totas, 
exceptis scilicet Sabbatis et Domini- 
cis, offerimus Deo: abstinentes ab 
eis, que non rejicimus, sed [non] 
differimus. 

12 De Elia et Jejun. c. 10. (t. 1. 


junatur diebus. 

18 Ep. 83. [al 23.] de Pasch. 
Celebrand. Ration. (t. 2. p. 883 c. 
n. 11.) [Die] Dominica autem jeju- 
nare non possumus, quia Manichzos 
etiam ob istius diei jeyjunia jure dam- 
namus. Hoc est enum in resurrec- 
tionein Christi non credere, &c. 

l4 Ep. 86. jal. 36.) ad Casulan. 
Vid.c. 12. tot. (t.2. p. 80 a.) Nunc 
vero postea quam heretici, maxime 
impiissimi Manichei, jejuoia diel 
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the Priscillianists for the same practice. The fourth Council 
of Carthage'® reckons him no Catholic that fasts upon this 
day. The first Council of Braga’? particularly anathematizes 
the Cerdonians, Marcionites, Priscillianists, and Manichees, for 


their perverseness in this particular. 


And there are more 


general anathemas in the Apostolical Canons'®, and the Coun- 
cil of Gangra!9, and the Councils of Saragossa2° and Agde®, 
and the Council of Trullo2?, against all that under any pre- 
tence whatever presumed to make the Lord’s-day a fasting 
day ; which was not allowed to those who led an ascetic life, 
without suspicion of some perverse and heterodox opinion. 


Dominici non aliqua necessitate oc- 
currente peragere, sed quasi sacra 
solemnitate statuta dogmatizare ce- 
perunt, et innotuerunt populis Chris- 
tianis ; profecto nec tali necessitate, 
qualem Apostolus habuit, [vid. Act. 
20, 7—11.] existimo faciendum esse 
quod fecit: ne majus malum incur- 
ratur in scandalo, quam bonum per- 
cipiatur ex verbo, &c. 

15 Ep. 93. ad Turribium, c. 4. 
(CC. t. 3. p. 1412 b.) Quarto capi- 
tulo continetur, quod natalem Chris- 
ti, quem secundum susceptionem 
veri hominis Catholica ecclesia ve- 
polsrg ts i Verbum caro factum 
est, et itavit in nobis, non vere 
isti honorent sed honorare se simu- 
lent, jejunantes eodem die, sicut et 
die Dominico, qui est dies resur- 
rectionis Christi. Quod utique ideo 
faciunt, qui Christum Dominum in 
vera hominis natura natum esse non 
credunt, sed per quandam illusio- 
nem ostentata videri volunt, que 
vera non fuerint; sequentes dogmata 
Cerdonis atque Marcionis, et cogna- 
tis suis Manicheis per omnia con- 
sonantes [al. concordantes|]. Qui 
sicut in nostra examine detecti atque 
convicti sunt, Dominicum diem, 
quem nobis Salvatoris nostri resur- 
rectio consecravit, exigunt in me- 
rore jejunii; solis, ut proditum est, 
reverentiz hanc continentiam devo- 
ventes; ut per omnia sint a nostre 
fidei unitate discordes; et dies, que 
a nobis in letitia habetur, ab illis in 
afflictione ducatur. Unde dignum 
est, ut inimici crucis Christi et re- 
surrectionis talem excipiant senten- 


tiam, Deas elegerunt doctrinam. 

16 C. 64. (t. 2. p. 1205 b.) Qui 
Dominico die studiose jejunat, non 
credatur Catholicus. 

7 (Al. Bracar. 2.] c. 4. (t. 5. 
p- 837 e.) Si quis natalem Christi 
secundum carnem non bene hono- 
rat, sed honorare se simulat, jeju- 
nans eodem die, et in Dominico; 
quia Christum in vera hominis na- 
tura natum esse non credit, sicut 
Cerdon, Marcion, Manicheus, et 
Priscillianus, anathema sit. 

18 C. 64. (al. 65.] (Cotel. [c. 56.] 
v. I. p. 446.) Et res eAnpixds etpebn 
tiv Kuptaxny nuepay, 7 to LaBBarov, 
TAnv TOU évds povov ynOTEVwY, Kabas- 
peioOw’ €av 8€ Aaixds, ahopifér bw. 

19 C. 18, (t. 2. p. 424 b.) Ef ris 
Bia vopifopevny doxnow év ri Kupt- 
axh yvnotevot, avabena Eorw. 

20 C. 2. (ibid. p. rooge.) Ne quis 
jejunet die Dominica, causa tem- 
poris, aut persuasionis, aut super- 
stitionis. 

21 C. 12. (t. 4. p. 1385 d.) Placuit, 
ut omnes ecclesiz filii, exceptis die- 
bus Dominicis, in Quadragesima, 
etiam die Sabbato, sacerdotali ordi- 
natione, et districtionis commina- 
tione jejunent. 

22 C.55. (t.6. p. 1167 d.) "Emesdy 
pepabnxapev év Th ‘Pwpaiwy mdéde év 
Tais ayias ths Teooapaxoorns yn- 
oreias Tots rauvrns TaBBact vnotevery, 
napa thy mapadobeicay exkAnciacTt- 
Knv axodovbiay, edofe 77 ayia cvvdde, 


a e y Fy ae ’ ’ 
. MOTE KpaTew Kal ett TH Pwpatop ex- 


KAnoia amapacaleutas Tov kavdva Tov 
Aéyovra, Ei ris xAnpixds etpeOein rH 
ayig Kuptaxy vnorevav f ro TaBBa- 
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Whence Epiphanius?3 observes, that the true ascetics of the 
Church never fasted on the Lord’s-day, no not in Lent, because 
it was against the custom of the Catholic Church. And the 
like observation is made by Cassian% of all the monks in the 
East, ‘that they fasted five days in the week, but on the 
hebdomas and ogdoas,’ (that is, the seventh and the eighth day, 
for so he terms the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day,) ‘ they always 
abstained from fasting, and kept them festival.’ Nor would 
the Council of Gangra allow the Eustathians to fast on the 
Lord’s-day, as ascetics, under pain of anathema. 

The reason of this observation, the same Cassian?5 tells us, 
was the respect they had to our Saviour’s resurrection from 
the dead on this day, which they always commemorated with 
joyfulness, and therefore neither fasted on this day, nor the 
whole fifty days between Easter and Pentecost, which were all 
kept festival in memory of our Saviour’s resurrection. The 
same is said by the author of the Constitutions26: ‘Every Sab- 


Tov, TAny Tov évds Kal pdvov, KxaGa- 
peloOw ef 8€ Aaixds, ahoprlér Ow. 

28 Expos. Fid. n. 22. (t. 1. p. 1105 
b.) Upoatpéce: ayaby oi airis aoxn- 
rai Ocamavros, xwpis Kuptaxns kal 
Tlevraxootns, vnorevovet, kai ayput- 
vias Svamavros emiredovor’ tas de 
Kuptaxas amdaocas rpudepds nyeira 7 
ayia avtn Kadodixy éxxAnoia, kai 
auvages ad €wbev emredei, ov vn- 
orevet’ dvaxd\ovOov yap €otiv ev 
Kuptaxn yvnoreveww. Tv d€ Teooapa- 
KooTHY THY Tpd THY énTa nLEpa@v TOV 
ayiov IIdcxya woavrws pvuAdrrew et- 
wbev 1 altn éxxAnoia, €vy vnoTeiats 
BiareXovca’ =tds Sé Kupiaxas ovd 
dAws, ovre ev a’tn Ty TexoapaxooTy. 
—Vid. Hieron. Ep. 28. [al. 71.] ad 
Lucinium Beeticum. (t.1. p. 433 a.) 
Nec hoc dieo, quod diebus festis [al. 
Dominicis] jejunandum putem, et 
contextas quinquaginta diebus ferias 
auferam, &c. 

24 Instit. 1. 3. c.9. (p. 45.) Ideo- 
que et absolutio jejunii post vigili- 
arum laborein, totidem apostolicis 
viris in die Sabbati statuta, non im- 
merito preesumitur per universas 
Orientis ecclesias secundum illam 

uoque Ecclesiaste sententiam, que 
licet habeat et alium mysticum sen- 


sum, tamen ab hoc quoque non ab- 
horret; quo utrique diei, id est, 
hebdomadi pariter et ogdvadi, ean- 
dem partem solemnitatis impartire 
preecipimur, ita dicentis, Da partem 
his septem, et quidem his octo. Non 
enim ad communionem festivitatis 
Judaic absolutio ista jejunii repu- 
tanda est, his preesertim, qui ab 
omni Judaica superstitione alieni 
monstrantur, sed ad_ refectionem, 
quam diximus, lassi corporis per- 
tinere ; quod per totas anni septi- 
manas jugiter quinis diebus jejunans, 
nisi duobus saltem interpositis re- 
focillatum fuerit, facile lassescit ac 
deficit. 

25 Collat. 21. c. 20. (p. 566.) ... 
Per omnia eandem in illis [quinqua- 
ginta diebus] solemnitatem, quam 
die Dominica custodimus, in qua 
majores nostri nec Ly a agen- 
dum, nec genu esse flectendum, ob 
reverentiam resurrectionis Dominice 
tradiderunt. 

*6 L. 5. c. 20. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 327.) 
Ilav pev ror ZaBBaroy dvev row évds, 
kai tacay Kupiaxny emereXouvres ovr- 
ddous, evppaiveabe’ Evoxos yap apap- 
tias €orat 6 THY Kuptaxny ynorever, 
nuépay avactdacews ovcay, 4 rh» Iev- 


of the Lord’s-day. 257 


bath except one, (viz. the great Sabbath before Easter,) and 
every Lord’s-day, ye shall keep festival. For he is guilty of 
sin that fasts on the Lord’s-day, as being the day of his resur- 
rection; or whoever makes Pentecost or the Lord’s-day a day 
of sorrow. For in these days we ought to rejoice, and not to 
mourn.’ So again?7, ‘Keep the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day 
festival: because the one is the commemoration of the creation, 
and the other of the resurrection.’ In like manner, Peter?8, 
bishop of Alexandria: ‘We keep the Lord’s-day as a day of 
joy, because of him who rose upon it.’ And Cotelerius29 cites 
a fragment of Theophilus, bishop of Alexandria, to the same 
purpose : ‘Both custom and decency require us to keep the 
Lord’s-day a festival, and to give honour to it, because on this 
day our Lord Jesus Christ procured for us the resurrection 
from the dead.’ Yet this rule was not so strictly binding, but 
that when a necessary occasion required, and there was no 
suspicion of heretical perverseness or contempt, men might fast 
upon this day: as St. Jerom®° observes, that the Apostle Paul 
sometimes did; and that famous monk, who for the space of 
forty years never eat till the sun was set; and Celerinus the 
Confessor, in Cyprian, speaking of his sisters’ lapsing into idol- 
atry in time of the persecution, says®!, ‘for this fact I wept 
day and night in the midst of the joyful festival of Easter, and 
spent many days sorrowing in sackcloth and ashes.’ But such 
exceptions as these were no derogation to the general practice, 
which prevailed universally over the whole Church, and was 
observed with great exactness. 


THKOOTHY, 7) dAws npépay éoprijs Ku- 
_ karnpay’ eippavOjvat yap sé 
éy avrais, GAX ov revOnoa. 

@7 Ibid. 1. 7. c. 23. [al. 24.] (Co- 
tel. v. 1. p. 369.) Td 2a8Barov pey 
TOL cai rny Kuptaxny éopracere, ore To 
per Snproupyias € €oriy Urdpynpa, n dé 
dvaotdacews. 

23 C. 15. ap. Bevereg. Pandect. 
t. 2. part 1. p. 23. (CC. t. 1. p- 968 e.) 
Kuptaxny xappootrys nuépay dyopev 
da roy avacrayra év avry. 

29 Not. in Constit. Apost. 1. 5. 
c. 20. (Vv. I. ia sub fin. n. 
7°-) Kai ro €O0s kai rd mpérop 
pas aware’ macay Kupraxny tipay, 
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ral év TavTn smavnyupicew, énecOnmrep 
év TauTy 6 Kupios nav "Ingous Xpt- 
ards my €k vexp@v avagracw nw 
nal ier teat 

28. [al. ec Lucin. 
Batic. rte I. p. 432 e.) Utinam omni 
tempore jejunare possimus, quod in 
Actibus A ostolorum, diebus Pen- 
costes et die Dominico Apostolum 
Paulum et cum eo credentes fecisse 


legimus. 

1 Ep. 21. ad Lucian. ap. Cyprian. 
Pp. 45. (p. 201.) Pro cujus factis ego 
in letitia Paschs fiens die et nocte, 
in cilicio et cinere lacrymabundus 
dies exegi. 
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And all 6. Another custom, as generally prevailing, was always to 
eaten ce pray standing, and never kneeling, on the Lord’s-day, in me- 
standing , mory also of our Saviour’s resurrection. And we scarce meet 
the Lord’s- With any exception to this, except it were in the case of pent- 
day 5 hf our “ents under public discipline, whom the canons* oblige to pray 
ry of our ; : 
Seviou’s kneeling even upon days of relaxation. But setting aside this 
case, which only respected the penitents in their own particular 
prayers, the general custom was for all the faithful or commu- 
nicants to pray standing. For which we have the concurrent 
testimony of Irenzus, Tertullian, Clemens Alexandrinus, Cy- 
prian, the Council of Nice, Hilary, Basil, Epiphanius, St. Je- 
rom, St. Austin, Cassian, the Author of the Questions under 
the name of Justin Martyr, Martin Bracarensis, the Council of 
Trullo, and the Council of Tours in the time of Charles the 
Great. All which testimonies I have had occasion to recite at 
large once before®, and therefore spare the repetition of them 
in this place; only observing from the two last of them, that 
this custom was not only general, but of long continuance in 
the Church; and when, or how it came to be altered or laid 
aside, I think is not very easy to determine. 
The great 7. The last thing to be noted in this matter is the great care 
sasha and concern of the primitive Christians for the religious obser- 
the primi- vation of the Lord’s-day: of which they have left us several 
tive Chris- ‘ : . 
tians in’ demonstrations: first, in that they paid a ready and constant 
so prac attendance upon all the offices and solemnities of public divine 
vation of worship. They did not only rest from bodily labour and se- 
ra gt cular business, but spent the day in such employments as were 
demon- _ proper to set forth the glory of the Lord, to whose honour the 
rag day was devoted: that is, in holding religious assemblies for 
a con- the celebration of the several parts of divine service, psalmody, 
at- . . . * 
tendance reading of the Scriptures, preaching, praying, and receiving 
re eae ote the communion, all which were the constant service of this 
nities of | day: and such was the flaming zoal of those pious votaries, 
ag ww" that nothing but sickness, or a great necessity, or imprison- 
ment, or banishment, could detain them from it ; and then also 
care was taken that the chief part of it, the communion, was 


tion. 


52 C. Carth. 4. c. 82. (t. 2. p. remissionis genua flectant. 
1206 c.) Poenitentes etiam diebus * B.13. ch.8. 8.3. v. 4. p. 499. 
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administered to them by the hands of the deacons, who carried 
it to those that were sick or in prison, that as far as was pos- 
sible they might communicate still with the public congrega- 
tion. This is plain from the account which Justin Martyr®4 
gives of their worship: ‘On the day called Sunday all that 
live in city or country meet together, and the writings of the 
Apostles and Prophets are read to them, after which the bishop 
or president of the assembly makes a discourse to the people, 
‘ exhorting them to follow the good things they have heard: 
then we all rise, and mi ke common prayer ; and when prayers 
are ended, bread and wine and water are brought to the pre- 
sident, who prays and gives thanks with all possible fervency 
over them, the people answering, Amen! After which, distri- 
bution of the elements is made to all that are present, and 
they are sent jo the absent by the hands of the deacons.’ By 
this account it appears, that all Christians joined, as far as was 
possible, in the public service of the Lord’s-day,—and particu- 
larly in receiving the communion, from which the absent were 
not exempt, if there was any possibility of their receiving it. 

8. Neither was it any pretence of danger in times of diffi- Secondly, 
culty and persecution that could abate their zeal for the public lice ial 
worship on the Lord’s-day. For when they could not meet by quenting 
day to serve God without hazard of their lives, they kept their penal 
nocturnal conyocations, or morning assemblies for this purpose. — 
Which is evident from the account which Pliny® gives of them, persecution. 
that they were used to meet before it was light on this solemn 
day, and sing their morning hymns to Christ. So Tertullian 
in answer to one asking how they should celebrate the Lord’s- 


4 Apol. 2. (p. 98 d.) Ty rot nAiov 
Aeyopervy Nuépg Mavrwv Kara méAes f 
Gypovs pevdvroy emi rd avrd cuvédev- 
ous yiverat, kal Ta Gropynpovetpara 
rv AsoorTé\ey, f} Ta ovyypaypara 
rey ey dvaywweckerat pexpis 
éyxepe:. Eira, ravoapévou rov avays- 
weaxovros, mpocoras ba Adyou THY 
pouGeciay xal rpdéxAnow THs TaY Ka- 
Aéw TovTey pspnovews moreiras. ”Eret- 
ra amotapyeba xowy mdyres, Kai evyas 
wéptopev’ Kal, Navoapévay nua THs 
evyns, dpros mpoodépera: cal olvos 
ra - ai é pa alas ica dpoi- 
es aptorias, Uvapts aUTE, 
dvawisres, nai d ads eweudnyti dé 


yer ro “Auny. Kal 7 Suadoors xa 9 
peradnyis amd tay evxaptotnbévrey 
éxdoTr@ yiverat, xal rois ov mapovcs 
ota Tay Ctaxdvey méeprrerat. 

35 L. 10. Ep. 97. See before, 
ch. 2. 8.1. p. 233. n. 41. 

36 De Fug. c. 14. (p. 543 b.)... 
Quomodo Dominica solemnia cele- 
brabimus? Utique quomodo et Apo- 
stoli, fide, non pecunia tuti. Quee 
fides si montem transferre potest, 
multo magis militem. ...Postremo 
si colligere interdiu non potes, habes 
noctem luce Christi luminosi adver- 
sus eam. 
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day solemnities for fear of the soldiers’ coming in to discover 
them? replies, first, ‘ that they should do it as the Apostles did, 
by faith, and not by bribing them. For if faith could remove 
mountains, it would much more easily remove a soldier out of 
the way. But if they could not meet by day, they had the 
night sufficiently clear with the light of Christ to protect them.’ 
The same author 27 tells the Heathen, who maliciously objected 
to them the murdering of an infant in their assemblies, ‘ that 
they were often beset, they were often betrayed, they were 
daily seized in their meetings and congregations: but no one 
ever found them acting such a tragedy, no one ever made evi- 
dence of their being such bloody Cyclopians and Sirens before 
a judge.’ Nay, they were sometimes barbarously murdered in 
their assemblies, whilst the laws forbad their meetings under 
the name of hetwrie3®, and denied them their area, or places 
of worship, as unlawful cabals, where they met only to plot 
treason and rebellion against the government. Under which 
pretence, Lactantius®9 and Eusebius‘° tell us, one of the Hea- 
then judges burnt a whole city of people in Phrygia, together 
with their church, where they were met together to worship 
God. And the laws forbidding their assemblies are mentioned 
both by Pliny#! and the Christian ‘2 writers. 


37 Apol. c. 7. (p. 8a.) Quotidie 
obsidemur, quotidie prodimur, in 
ipsis plurimum ccetibus et congre- 
gationibus nostris opprimimur. Quis 
unquam taliter vagienti infanti su- 
pervenit? Quis cruenta, ut invenerat, 
Cyclopum et Sirenarum [al. Sire- 
num] ora judici reseravit ? 

388 [Vid. Lexic. Forcellin. et Fac- 
ciolat. (Patavii, 1828. t. 2. p. 543.) 
Hetzna....ératpia, sodalitas, col- 
legium, societas. Apud Plin. ro. 
Epp. 43. et 97. in quibusdam codi- 
cibus legitur Grece scripta, in qui- 
busdam Latine.— Plin. ut supr. Ep. 
43. (p. 257-).... Heteriz quamvis 
breves fient.—Ep. 97. (p. 278.)... 
Post edictum meum, quo secundum 
mandata tua hetzrias esse vetueram. 
—See nn. 41 and 42, following. 
Ep. 

39 Institut. 1.5. c. 11. (t. 1. p. 390.) 
Aliqui ad occidendum precipites 
exstiterunt, sicut unus in Phrygia, 
qui universum populum cum ipso 


pariter conventiculo concremavit. 

40 L. 8. c. 11. (v. I. p. 390. 17.) 
“Hdn your dAny Xproriayay mokixy 
atravdpoy audi rnv Spvyiay ey Kuch 
meptBadovres OmAitat, wip re tdd- 
Wavres, xarepAeLav avrovs dua yn- 
mots Kat yuvacki tov ent mdyrer 
Gedy Xpiordv émriBowpevovs.— [See 
also afterwards, ch. 4. 8. 4., citing 
Nicephorus, l. 7. c. 6., and Baronius, 
An. 301. non. 41—48., for a similar 
ara Ep. . 

. 10. Ep. 97. (p. 278.)..... 
Quibus age ees bi disce- 
dendi fuisse, rursusque coéundi ad 
capiendum cibum, promiscuum ta- 
men et innoxium: quod ipsum fa- 
cere desisse post edictum meum, 
quo secundum mandata tua hete- 
rias esse vetueram. 

42 Tertul. ad Scap. c. 3. (p. 708.) 
Doleamus necesse est, quod 
nulla civitas impune latura sit san- 
guinis nostri effusionem. Sicut et 
sub Hilariano preside, cum de areis 
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So that in these times of difficulty the Christians could not 
meet for divine worship, but at the hazard of their lives: and 
yet they did not think this a sufficient excuse to forsake the 
assembling of themselves together, but met continually to 
solemnize the Lord’s-day in spite of all danger and opposition 
to the contrary. 

9. A further mstance of their zeal was shown in the studious Thirdly, 


observation of the long vigils or nocturnal assemblies preceding ners 
the Lord’s-day. For though these were first begun in times observa- 


. _ tion of th 
of persecution, yet they continued them as an useful exercise vigils or : 


of piety when the persecutions were over: and the greatest besser 
personages did not refuse to frequent and encourage them, as preceding 
Sidonius Apollinarius “ particularly notes of Theodoric, king 4,, ‘ae 
of the Goths, that he usually came with a small guard to the 
morning or antelucan assemblies of his party (for he was by 

sect an Arian): which he did to promote the cause of the 
Arians, who commonly vied in zeal with the Catholics in this’ 
service. And this made the Catholics, both clergy and laity, 

princes and people, express a more earnest concern for this 
particular way of introducing the great service of the Lord’s- 

day, as I have had occasion more fully to demonstrate in a 

former Book 44. All that I shall remark further here is, that 

though this morning service was very long, (for 1t commonly 
continued in psalmody, hymns and prayers from midnight till 

break of day), yet it was generally attended with great alacrity 

and assiduity by men of all ranks, who voluntarily resorted to 

it without any necessity or compulsion laid upon them. And 

this was another instance of their great zeal in the religious 
observation of the Lord’s-day. 

10. It is worth our remarking also, that in many places, Fourthly, 
especially in cities and churches of greater note, they had ae a 
usually sermons twice on this day, and men resorted with upon ser- 
diligence to the evening as well as to the morning sermon. many 

Pp 


twi 
sepulturarum nostrarum acclamas- comitatu expetit: grandi sedulitate aie ie 


sent, Aree non sint! are ipsorum § veneratur : quanquam, si sermo 
non fuerunt; messes enim suas non = secretus, possis animo advertere, 
egerunt, &c. _Euseb. 1. 9. c. 2.(v. quod servet istam pro consuetudine 


I. P. 441. 30.) .... Up@rov pév eip- potius, quam pro religione reveren- 
yew mas ths év rois KotunTnpiots tiam. 
dia mpodacews metparat. 4 B. 13. ch.9. 8. 4. V. 4. p. 529. 


45 L. 1. Ep. 2.(p. 6.) Antelucanos and ibid. ch. 10. 8.12, &e. pp. 567, 
sacerdotum sacrorum ceetus minimo seqq. 
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St. Chrysostom ‘> sometimes commends the people of Antioch 
for their zeal in this matter. And there are several passages in 
St. Austin, St. Basil, Theodoret, and Gaudentius, which plainly 
refer to the same practice, of which I need say no more here, 
because I have more fully represented them in discoursing of 
the ancient manner of preaching ‘6 in another place. 

aaah 11. In such churches as had no evening sermon, there was 

m their 

attendance still the common service of evening prayer: and men generally 

—— thought themselves obliged to attend this as a necessary part 

where of the public worship and solemnity of the Lord’s-day. 

ip sermon, Some indeed in these primitive ages had their objections 
against this, which St. Chrysostom in one of his Homilies 47 men- 
tions, and smartly answers. ‘ Why should we go to church,’ 
said they, ‘if we cannot hear a preacher!” ‘This one thing,’ 
says Chrysostom in his reply, ‘has ruined and destroyed all 
religion. For what need is there of a preacher, except when 
that necessity arises from our sloth and negligence? What 
need is there of an homily, when all things necessary are 
plainly revealed in Scripture? Such hearers as desire to have 
something new every day only study to delight their ears and 
fancy. Tell me, what pompous train of words did St. Paul 
use? And yet he converted the world. What eloquent ha- 
rangucs did the illiterate Peter make? But the Scriptures are 
dark and hard to be understood, without a sermon to explain 


them. How so? 
other strange language ? 


45 Hom. 10. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 
I. p. 132. See b. 14. ch. 4. 8. 8. v. 
5. P- 116. n. 55. 

B. 14. ch. 4. 8. 8. v. 5. p. 114. 

47 Hom. 3. in 2 Thess. p. 1502. 
(t. 11. . p. 528. b.) Ti ela€épxopai, pn- 
ow, € ouK axovw rivds Gpthourros 3 ; 
Tovro mavta améd\wde kal BiepOerpe. 
Tis yap xpeia pidyrou 5 and THs 
NeETEpas pa@upias avrn 7 Xpeta ye 
yove’ dua ti ap opthias peia 5 TavTa 
capy Kai evdea ra mapa tais Geias 
T'paais" mavTa Ta dvayxaia dna 
aA’ éresdy repeas €oTE dxpoarai, 
oud TOUTO Kat tavru (nreire. Elise 
yee peor, Troiw KOUT@ Adyou TlavAos 

eyev; adA Spws THY otxoupevny 
éméotpepe’ aie ss de Ierpos 6 dypdp- 
paros ; oux ol8d, dnot, ra ev 


Are they read in Hebrew, or Latin, or any 
Are they not read in Greek to you 


Tais Geias T'pagais reipeva. Did ri 
ovK oidas ; BH yap “EBpaicri; py 
yap ‘Pwpaiori ; a érepoyhooces 
elpnrat ; ovxt ‘EAAnmerri Aeyerat ; 
"AM doapas, pnoc. Toioy doapes ; 
eimé pot” ovxt _loropia ciate; Ta yap 
cadi oivas, iva wept tev doapey 
épwrnons. Mupiat ioropiat city @ 
tais Tpadais* eitré wot piay €€ € éxeivoy" 
aX’ ovK épeis® mpdpaors ravra kal 
Adyar. Ka6” nyépay, prot, Ta aura 
eorey dxovew. Té 8¢, elmé prot, ey Tots 
Gedrpots ov Ta alta axovets; éy rais 
immodpopias ov Ta abra dpas ; ra be 
mpaypara nmavra ov Ta aurd €or ; 6 
d€ nAtos Ovx 0 auros det avareAXE; 
se tel d€ ov tais atrais Xpepeba ; 

. mavrobey pgOupias xal oxnyeos 
rd phyara. 


rf. 
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that understand Greek? What difficulties do the histories 
contain? You may understand the plain places, and take 
some pains about the rest. O! but we have the same things 
read to us out of Scripture. And do you not hear the same 
things every day in the theatre? Have you not the same 
sight at the horse-race? Are not all things the same? Does 
not the same sun rise every morning? Do you not eat the 
same meat every day?’ Hence he concludes, ‘that all these 
were but pretences for idleness, or mere indications of a scep- 
tical temper.’ So again, when some would have excused them- 
selves from these prayers of the church by this frivolous plea, 
‘that they could pray at home, but they could not hear a sermon 
in their own houses; and therefore they would come to ser- 
mon, but not to prayers:’ he makes this handsome reply: 48 
‘You deceive yourself, O man: for though you may pray at 
home, yet you cannot pray there in the same manner as you 
may in the church, where there are so many fathers together, 
and where the cry of your prayers is sent up to God with one 
consent. You are not heard so well, when you pray to God by 
yourself alone, as when you pray with your brethren. For 
there is something more here, consent of mind, and consent of 
voice, and the bond of charity, and the prayers of the priests 
together. For the priests for this very reason preside in the 
church, that the people’s prayers, which are weaker of them- 
selves, laying hold on those that are stronger, may together 
with them mount up to heaven.’ In another place 49 answer- 
ing the same vulgar plea, ‘that men could pray at home,’ he 


48 Hom. 3. de Incomprehensibili 
Dei Natura. t. 1. p. 363. (t.1. p. 469 
c.) EvdfacGai dyot xai emi ris oixias 
Suvapat, dpsdias 8€ axovoa xal &édac- 
naXias ov Suvardy er) ris oixias. *A- 
wargs cautov, d0pwmre’ etEacGat pev 
yap éni rhs oixias duvurdy, ovrw 8€ 
eWEacbat, ws eri trys éxxAncias, adv- 
varoy, offov warépwy wANOos rocovroy, 
Grou Bon mpds tor Ccdy duoduuaddy 
dvanépreras. Ovy ovrws axovn, xara 
caurov roy Seomdrny mapaxaday, os 
pera Trav adedhay trav cov’ evravla 

ip €avi Tt TA€OY, oloy 1) Spdvota Kat 
 ouppwvria, xat rhs ayanns 6 oup- 
Secpos, xai al ray iepewy evxat’ dec 


yap rovro ol lepeis mpoeornxacty, iva 
Kalai rov mAnOous evyai aobeverrepas 
ovoa, Tay Suvatwrépwy TovTwY Em- 
AaBdpevar, Gpov cuvavéAOworww avrais 
eis roy ovpavdy. 

49 Hom. 2. de Obscurit. Prophe- 
tiar. t. 3. p. 946. (t. 6. p. 187 d.) 
Avvacat pev ed€ac6a ([scil. ev oixial, 
ov rogautny de Suvauw exes 7 evyn, 
@s Gray pera Tov peA@y Tov oiKelwy 
yivnrat, ws Gray dAdKANpow 7d copa 
THs éxxAngias dpobvpaddy avaréunn 
rv Sénow ma hovy, iepewy trapdyrwy 
Kat ras evxas Tov Kotvou mAnOoUS ava- 


Pepdrray. 
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tells them, ‘You may pray at home indeed, but your prayers 
are not of that efficacy and power, as when the whole body of 
the Church, with one mind and one voice, send up their 
prayers together; the priests assisting, and offering up the 
prayers of the whole multitude in common.’ 

This was the sense which that holy man had of public 
prayer on the Lord’s-day, though there was no sermon ; and 
the method he took to show men their obligation to frequent 
the church for public prayer, which, when men had opportunity 
to frequent it, was always to be preferred before private devo- 
tion. They might both very well consist together, and both 
be performed as proper exercises for the Lord’s-day : but the 
one was not to justle out the other, or to be pleaded as a ra- 
tional excuse for absenting from the public service. 

He that would see this matter more fully stated, may look 
back to the discourse of Church-unity °°, where men’s obliga- 
tion to preserve the unity of worship, in joining with the 
Church in prayers, and administration of the word and sa- 
craments, has been amply considered. 

Sixthly, 12. I shall but mention one instance more of their great zeal 
joan jn. 20d concern for the religious observation of the Lord’s-day, 
fictea a and that is the Church’s care in making many good laws of 
violated the discipline, for the censure and punishment of those, who in any 
ble considerable degree violated the just observation of it. If any 
religious one absented for three Lord’s-days from the public assembly of 
ogrtuaas the church, without any just reason or necessity to compel 
Lord’s-day. him, this was an offence thought worthy of excommunication: 
as may be seen in the canons of the Councils of Eliberis*', and 
Sardica>?, and Trullo 53. ‘If any one went to the public games 
in the theatre or the circus on this day, he was liable to ex- 
communication also for a single offence after a first admonition’ 
as appears from the Council of Carthage>+ and the denuncia- 
tions of St. Chrysostom>>. If any one left the church whilst 


50 B. 16. ch. 1. 8. 5. v. 6. p. 18. 53 €. 80. See ibid. n. 50. 

51 C. 21. (t. 1. p.973 b.) Si quis 54 Carth. 4. c. 88. (t. 2. p. 1206 e.) 
in civitate positus tres Dominicas ad Qui die solemni, pretermisso so- 
ecclesiam non accesserit, pauco [al. lemni [dic] ecclesi# conventu, ad 
tanto] tempore abstineat, ut correp- spectacula vadit, excommunicetur. 
tus esse videatur. 55 Hoin. 6. in Gen. t. 2. p. 53. 

52 C. 11. See before, b.16.ch.1. Sees. 4. p. 252. n. 5. 

8.5. Vv. 6. p. 21. n. 49. 


of the Lord’s-day. 265 


the bishop was preaching, by a rule of the fourth Council of 
Carthage *®, he was liable to the same condemnation and cen- 
sure. If any one came to church to hear the Scriptures read 
and the sermon preached, but refused to join in prayers or the 
reception of the communion, which in those times was ad- 
ministered to all in general every Lord’s-day, he was to be 
excommunicated for his offence, and reduced to the state of a 
penitent, as one who brought confusion and disorder into the 
Church. This we learn from the Apostolical Canons57, and 
the Councils of Antioch5*, Eliberis>9, and Toledo®. If any 
one held a separate assembly, or frequented or encouraged any 
such, he was to be treated as an heretic or schismatic, for 
despising the service of the Lord’s-day. The Apostolical 
Canons® excommunicate all such, and the Council of Gangra ® 
lays the heaviest censure of anathema upon them. If any one 
perversely chose to make the Lord’s-day a day of fasting ; 
because this was contrary to the general rule and practice of 
the Church, and gave suspicion of some heresy denying the 
resurrection of the Lord; the Apostolical Canons®, and the 
Council of Gangra®; and the fourth Council of Carthage, 
and the first of Braga® peremptorily denounce such an one 
excommunicate, and anathema, and no Catholic, as herding 
with the impious Manichees, Marcionites, Priscillianists, and 
such other heretics, as purposely chose to fast on the Lord’s- 
day, to show despite to the doctrine of our Saviour’s humanity 
and resurrection. 

I have discoursed these things at large in giving an account 
of the unity and discipline of the Church in a former Book®, 


56 C. 24. (t. 2. p. 1202 a.) Sacer- 
dote verbum faciente in ecclesia, qui 
egressus de auditorio fuerit, excom- 
municetur. 

57 C. 7. See before, b. 16. ch. 1. 
8. 5: v. 6. p. 21. 8. 45. 

C.2. See before, ibid. n. 46. 

59 C. 28. See before, ibid. n. 47. 

© C. 13. (t.2. p. 1225 d.) De his, 
qui intrant in ecclesiam, et depre- 
henduntur nunquam communicare, 
admoneantur, &¢c.—Conf. ibid. c. 14. 


61 C. 30. al. 32. See as above, 
v. 6. g 20. nN. 44. 
62 C. 5. (t.2. p.419 a.) Ef res &t- 


ddaxot, Tov olxoy rov Geov evxara- 


pévnroy eivat, cal ras €v aiTa ouv- 
afets, avdbepa €orw.—C. 6. (ibid. a.) 
Ei ts mapa Thy éxxAnoiay idia éxxAn- 
oa{ot, kai, caradpovay ris exxAnoias, 
Ta THs éexxAnoias Gedo. mMparrety, py) 
auvovros rou mpeaButépou Kata yvo- 
pny Tov emoxorou, avdbepa eat. 

63 C.64. See before, 8.5. n. 18, 
preceding. 

64 C. 18. See the same, n. 19, 
preceding. 

65 C.64. See the same, n. 16. 

66 C.4. See the same, n. 17. 

67 B. 16. ch. 1. 8. 5. and ch. 8. 
s. 2. v. 6. pp. 18 and 369. 
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and therefore only just touch them here, to show with what 
zeal and concern the Ancients laboured to establish the ob- 
servation of the Lord’s-day, which they esteemed the queen 
and empress of all days, in which our life was raised again, and 
death conquered by our Lord and Saviour; as the author of 
the Epistle to the Magnesians under the name of Ignatius® 
words it, who in this speaks the language of the Ancients®, 
who often style this day the queen of days, as Buxtorf?° ob- 
serves the Rabbins were used to term the Jewish Sabbath 
malchah, that is, the queen of days from whom tho Christian 
took the name, and transferred it to the Lord’s-day, which 3 
the proper Christian Sabbath. 
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CHAP. III. 


Of the observation of the Sabbath or Saturday as a weekly 
Festival. 


1. Next to the Lord’s-day the ancient Christians were very 
ae careful in the observation of Saturday, or the seventh day, 
edin which was the ancient Jewish Sabbath. Some observed it-as ° 
sae a fast, others as a festival, but all unanimously agreed in keep- 
1. ing it as a more solemn day of religious worship and adoration. 

In the Kastern Church it was ever observed as a festival, one 
only Sabbath excepted, which was called the great Sabbath, 
between Good-Friday and Easter-day, when our Saviour lay 
buried in the grave, upon which account it was kept as a fast 
throughout the whole Church. But setting aside that one Sab- 
bath, all the rest were kept as festivals in the Oriental Church. 
St. Austin, though he lived in a country where it was kept a fast, 
yet testifies for the contrary practice of the Eastern Church. 


stur- 


68 N.g. (Cotel. v. 2. p. 59.).. Kai 
pera ro caSBarioa, €optalerw mas 
idoxpiaros tiv Kuptaxny, thy ava- 
ordoiov, thy BaowWida, THY Umaroy 
TATAY TOY NUEpav,...€V 7 Kat} (wr 
Huay averede, Kal Tov Oavarov yeyove 
vin ev XptoT@. 

69 Orat. 43. in Dominic. Nov. 
(t.1. p.703 b.) ‘H Bacittoca tov 
@pav ty BacwWidc trav nuepov trop- 
mevet. Regina lemporum regine di- 
erum pompam peragit. 

70 Syaagog. Judaic. c. 10. (p.246.) 


Rabbini etiam Sabbatum malchah 
sive reginam nominarunt. Jam 8) 
quis vestes regales, ante reginam 
illam compariturus, non indueret; 
ha alias causa regum honoran- 

orum quilibet induere soleret ; per 
id regina talis dedecore magno afh- 
ceretur.—[This citation is according 
to the Hanover edition of 1622, 8vo. 
The sentiments, with a slight varia- 
tion of language, occur in cap. ag 

. 298 lin. ult., according to the Ed. 
Basi. 1661, 8vo. Ep. ] 
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For writing to St. Jerom7!, he asks him, Whether he thought (f ‘ 
an Oriental Christian, when he came to Rome, might not with- 
out any dissimulation fast on every Sabbath, as well as that 
one Sabbath called the Paschal vigil ? ‘If we say it is a sin to 
fast on the Sabbath, we shall condemn not only the Roman 
Church, but many neighbouring Churches, and some at a 
greater distance, where that custom is kept and retained. But 
if we think it is a sin not to fast on the Sabbath, we shall 
rashly condemn all the Oriental Churches, and the greatest 
part of the Christian world. We should therefore rather say, 
It is a thing indifferent in itself, which a good man may per- 
form either way without dissimulation, complying with the 
society and observation of the Church where he happens to be.’ 
From hence it is plain, that all the Oriental Churches, and 
the greatest part of the world observed the Sabbath as a 


festival. 


The Greek writers are unanimous in their testimony. The 
author of the Constitutions, who describes the customs chiefly 


of the Oriental Church, frequently’? speaks of it. 


‘On the 


Sabbath and the Lord’s-day, on which Christ rose from the 
dead, ye shall more carefully meet together, to praise God, 
who created all things by Jesus, to hear the Prophets and 
Gospel read, to offer the oblation, and partake of the Holy 


Supper.’ 


71 Ep. 19. p. 29. [al. Ep. 82. c. 2.] 
(t.2. p.194 e.) Vellem me doceret 
benigna sinceritas tua, utrum simu- 
late quisquam sanctus Orientalis, 
cum Romam venerit, jejunet Sab- 
bato, excepto illo die Paschalis vi- 
gilise? Quod si malum esse dixeri- 
mus, non solum Romanam eccle- 
siam, sed etiam multo ei vicina, et 
aliquanto remotiora condemnabimus, 
ubi mos idem tenetur et manet. Si 
autem non jejunare Sabbato malum 
putaverimus tot ecclesias Onientis, 
multo majorem orbis Christiani par- 
tem qua temeritate criminabimur? 
Placetne tibi, ut medium quiddam 
esse dicamus quod tamen acceptabile 
sit ei, qui hoc non simulate, sed 
congue societate atque observan- 
tia fuerit. 


72 L. 2. c. 59. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 208 
... Ey tH Wpepa rov ZaBBdrov xa 


In another place74 


he says, ‘Christ commanded 


€y tT Tov Kupiov avactacipg, Ti 
Kupiaxy, omovdaoreépws drayrare, 
aivoy avaréurovres TS Ge@, TO Troin- 
gayrt ra Aa bia’ Inoov’ xai avroy eis 
nuas efamooteiAavte xal o xopn- 
cavrt maGeiy, kai €x vexpav avacTy- 
gavri. ‘Emet ti amodoynoerat re 
Geg, 6 py cuvepxdpevos ev THde TH 
npEepa axovew Tov carnpiou mepi THs 
avaordoews Adyou; éy 7 Kal a Ev- 
xas €orares emcredovpey, pynuns xa- 
piv rov dia Tpt@y dvacravros jpepov* 
év 7 Upodnraéy avdyvwots, xal Eb- 
ayyediou aaron kal Pedr ad ava- 
a, xai rpodis lepas dwped. 

oR L. Ela ae (al: 14.] (ibid. 
P- 319.) TlapipyyetAey ody nw avros 
..2@UTo ynoTevoa To LaBBarov, ov 
éve Set rd LaBRaroy ynorevew, xatd- 
mavow Bnpsoupyias Umdpxov, GAN’ Gre 
€xeivo pdvoy xpn wnotevey, Tov dnue- 
oupyou ev aure és tnrd yny Svros. 
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them to fast on the Sabbath before Easter: not that they were 
to fast on the Sabbath, on which God rested from the creation, 
but only on that one Sabbath, when the Creator of the world 
lay under the earth.’ And again?‘: ‘On every Sabbath except 
one, and the Lord’s-day, ye shall hold festival assemblies.’ 
‘The Sabbath?> and the Lord’s-day ye shall observe as festi- 
vals, because the one is a remembrance of the creation, and the 
other of the resurrection. But one Sabbath in the year, viz 
that on which our Lord lay buried in the grave, ye shall keep 
as a fast and not a festival. For whilst the Creator lay under 
the earth, mourning was more becoming upon his account, 
than joy for the creation: because the Creator in nature and 
dignity is more honourable than all his creatures.’ Finally”, 
he represents it as the order of the Apostles Peter and Paul, 
‘that servants should work five days in the week, but on the 
Sabbath and the Lord’s-day they should rest, that they might 
have liberty to go to church for instruction in piety; on the 
Sabbath, in regard to the creation; on the Lord’s-day in 
regard to the resurrection.’ Athanasius?’ likewise tells us, 
that they held religious assemblies on the Sabbath, ‘ not because 
they were infected with Judaism, but to worship Jesus the 
Lord of the Sabbath.’ Epiphanius7® says the same, ‘ that it 
was a day of public assembly in many Churches,’ meaning the 
Oriental Churches, where it was kept a festival. 

2. Other authors are more particular in describing the 
religious service of this day: and so far as concerns public 
worship, they make it in all things conformable to that of the 
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74°C. 20. [al.1g.] (ibid. p. 327.) 
Hay pev rot SaBBarov, dvev rov évos, 
kat macay Kuptaxny, émcredourres 
auvddous, evppaivecde. 

7 L. 7. c. 23. (al. 24.] (ibid. p. 
369.) Td SaBB8arov pev rar xat thy 
Kuptaxyy éopracere, Gre Td prev, Onpu- 
oupyias €or Umduynpa, n S€, ava- 
otdcews. “Ev 5€ povoy SaB88arov tyiy 
vAakreéov €v GAW TH EmavTe, TO THs 
rou Kupiou tradpns, omep vnorevew 
mpoonkev, aN’ avy €opracew" év do 
yee 6 Snptoupyos Ure ynv tvyxavet, 
TXUPOTEpov TO TeEpt avrov révOos, THs 
Kara thy Sntoupyiay yapas’ ort 6 bn- 
puoupyos Ta@v avrov 8npsoupynuatoy 
guoe re cai dkia tipimrepos. 


6 L. 8. c. 33. (ibid. p. 414.) "Eye 
TlavAos nal €yo Lerpos dtaracadpeba’ 
épyalécOwaav of Sovdor wevre Hyepas’ 
ZaSB8aroy de cui Kuptaxny oyodate- 
Twoav ev tH exxAnoia, Su ray dt 
dacxaXiay rhs evoeBeias’ Td pév yap 
LaBBarov etropev, Snpsoupyias Adyor 
exe, THY S€ Kuptaxny avacracews. 

‘7 Hom. de Sement. t. 1. p. 1060. 
(t. 9. p. 45 d.) *Ev nuepe SaBSarov 
auvnxOnpev ov vorovvres lovdaicpor’ 
.. +. Mapayeyovapev dé €y SaSSary 
tov Kuptoy rov SaBBadrov "Incow 
mpoaKxuynoorres. 

“8 Expos. Fid. n. 24. (t. 1. p. 
1107C.) Ey riot S¢ rémots xat éy rois 


2aBBaor cuvakes émcreAovow. wo 
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Lord’s-day : which is a further evidence of its being a festival. nites 
They tell us, they had not only the Scriptures read, as on the Lord’s-day. 
Lord’s-day, and sermons preached, but the communion admin- 
istered also. Which is expressly said by Socrates 79, and Cas- 

sian®°, and St. Basil®!, and Timothy of Alexandria®, and 

St. Austin 83, and the Council of Laodicea 84; which Council 
particularly forbids ‘the offering of the eucharistical oblation, 

or solemnizing any memorials of martyrs on any other days 

in Lent, beside the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day, because all 

other days were days of fasting, but these even in Lent were 

kept as festivals and days of relaxation.’ I have once before 

had occasion to produce the testimonies of these several writers 

at large **, and therefore it is sufficient here to make a short 
reference to them, to show the ancient manner of keeping the 
Sabbath-festival in the Oriental Church. 

3. Only here we are to observe, that though the substance Butin some 
of the service for the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day was the spects the 
same, yet in rites and ceremonies a difference was made, and ahaa 
in some other respects the preference was given to the Lord’s- to the 
day above the Sabbath. For, first, we find no ecclesiastical **“#y- 


1 L. 5. ¢. 22. Av. 2. P- 295. 21.) 
Ta» yap mayra ov TNS OikoupErns éK~ 


sacra oblatio Domino offeratur. Ep. | 
83 Ep. 118. [al. 54. c. 2.] (t. 2. p. 
. Alibi Sabbato tantum et 


KAnotay ev nuepa SaBBaroy xara 1a4- 

gay éB8ouados mepiddov émredovor 

Ta pvornpia, x. Tr. A.—It. 1. 6. c. 8. 

(ibid. p. 321. 38.) “Hyixa ovy éxaorns 
pados éoprat karehauSavor, $- 

a én 7é re ZaBBaroy cai 7 Kupzaxn, 
r.A. 


“ Instit. 1. 3. c. 2. (p. 30.).. .Die 


Sabbati... . communionis obtentu 
conveniunt. 
81 Ep. 289. [al. 93.) ad Ceesar. 


Patric. (t. 3. a I. p. 267 d.).... 
Kai 2aBBary, x. 7. 
mb. 14 . (ap. Bevereg. Pandect. 
t. 2. peek, p. ao See before b. 
PY p. 527. n. 21. 
ttonf. 1 Matt Blastar. yntagm. 
t. T. c. 18. (ibid. part 2. Rea 
Canon autem 5. et 13. othei 
Alexandrine viros et mulieres qui 
nocte carnaliter conjuncti sunt, in- 
terdiu, dum sacra synaxis celebra- 
tur, a sacris mysterlis arcet...... 
recipuo autem Sabbato... et die 
inico, 8 mutuo commercio ab- 
stinendum est, utpote quod tum 


124 d.).. 
Dominico, &c 

84 Ce. 49 et 51. (t. 1. p. 1505 a, 
et b.) "Ore od det vH Hai grasa: 
dprov mpoopépav ef yn ev LaBBarg 
cai Kuptaxy pdévov.—Conf. Canina, 
Instit. ]. 5. c. 26. (p. 95.) Vidimus 
alium in solitudine commorantem, 

ui nunquam se sibi soli indulsisse 
cibum testatus est, sed etiam si per 
totos quinque dies ad ejus cellulam 
nullus e fratribus advenisset, refec- 
tionem jugiter distulisse, donec Sab- 
bato vel Dominico die, devote con- 
gregationis obtentu procedens ad 
ecclesiam, peregrinorum quempiam 
reperisset, quem exinde reducens ad 
cellulam, consorte eo refectionem 
corporis .... assumeret.—Aster. A- 
masen. Hom. 5- ap. Combefis. Auc- 
tar. Nov. (p. 77°) Kady ovvapis ray 
dvo0 rovTey nuepay rois Xpiorcavois 
kal piromdvos Tuyxavet, rou LaBBa- 
rou xal rns Kupsanns Neyo, x... 

8 B. 13. chic: 8.3. V.4. Pp. 527. 
nn. 20, seqq. 


270 The observation Xi.5 


laws obliging men to pray standing on the Sabbath. For that 
was @ ceremony peculiar to the Lord’s-day in memory of our 
Saviour’s resurrection. Nor, secondly, are there any imperial 
laws forbidding lawsuits and pleadings on this day. Nor, 
thirdly, any laws prohibiting the public shows and games, as 
on the Lord’s-day. Nor, fourthly, any laws obliging men to 
abstain wholly from bodily labour. But on the contrary, the 
Council of Laodicea has a canon*®® forbidding Christians to 
Judaize, or rest on the Sabbath, any further than was neces- 
sary for public worship: but they were to honour the Lord'’s- 
day, and rest on it as Christians. And if any were found to 
Judaize, an anathema is pronounced against them. The like 
direction is given by the author of the Epistle to the Magne- 
sians®7 in conformity to this rule; ‘ Let us not keep the Sabbath 
after the Jewish manner, rejoicing in idleness: “‘ For he that 
will not work, neither let him eat:” and “in the sweat of thy 
face shalt thou eat thy bread,” say the Divine Oracles. But let 
every one of you keep the Sabbath spiritually, rejoicing in the 
meditation of the Law, not in the rest of the body; admiring 
the workmanship of God, not eating things dressed the day 
before, nor drinking lukewarm drink, nor walking within a 
certain space, the limits of a Sabbath-day’s journey, nor taking 
pleasure in dancing and shouting, which things have no sense 
or reason in them.’ Here are several superstitions and vanities 
in the Jewish observation of the Sabbath reflected on by this 
author, but I only note the opposition he makes between the 
Christian and Jewish way of observing the Sabbath in point 
of working. The Jews abstained wholly from working on the 
Sabbath ; the Christians only so far as was necessary for their 
attendance upon divine service in the church. And in this 
sense, I think, we are to ‘ understand the author of the Con- 
stitutions, when he says§$, ‘ Let servants work five days in the 
week, but on the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day let them rest in 


86 C. 29. See before; ch. 2. 8. 3. 
Pp. 247. n. 84. 

87 N. Q. (Cotel. V. 2. p. 59.) Mn- 
Kert ouv caSBarifoper "louBaixds, Kat 
dpyias xaipovres. ‘O py épyatopevos 
yap, py éoftérw. "Ep iSpare yap rov 
mpocarrov gou dyn roy G aproy gov, 
daci ra Adyia. *AAX’ exacros tev 


oaBBarilerw TVEVHATLKOS, pedery woe 
prov xaipor, ov owuaros dveres, 3n- 
peoupytav Ocou Gavpatey, ouK €wda 
éodior, xal XAcapa Trivey, kai pepe 
Tpnpeva Badifov, rai éexnees Kai xpo- 
Tots YOY OUK €xoUTs x 
8 L. 8. c. 33. See 


aie: n. 76, 
preceding. 
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the Church for their instruction in piety.’ But if any think, 
with Cotelerius, that he extends the rest of the Sabbath as far 
as that of the Lord’s-day, because he joins them both together. 
I will not contend about it, but only say, he then contradicts 
the Laodicean fathers, who plainly forbid a total rest upon the 
Sabbath, to give some preference in this respect to the Lord’s- 
day, which was of greater esteem in the Christian Church. 

4. If it be inquired why the ancient Church continued the ae on 
observation of the Jewish Sabbath, when they took it to be c raeStin 
only a temporary institution given to the Jews only, as cir- continved 
cumcision and other typical rites of the Law: (which is ex- vation of 
pressly said by many of the ancient writers, particularly by {5° 3°" 
Justin Martyr ®, Irensus®, Tertullian®!, Eusebius%, to name bath. 
no more:) it is answered by learned men%, ‘that it was to 
comply with the Jewish converts, as they did in the use of 
many other indifferent things, so long as no doctrinal necessity 
was laid upon them. For the Jews being generally the first 
converts to the Christian faith, they still retained a mighty 
reverence for the Mosaic institutions, and especially for the 
Sabbath, as that which had been appointed by God himself, as 
the memorial of his rest from the work of creation, settled by 
their great master Moses, and celebrated by their ancestors for 
s0 many ages, as the solemn day of their public worship, and 
were therefore very loath it should be wholly antiquated and 
laid aside. For this reason it seemed good to the prudence of 
those times, as in other of the Jewish rites, so in this, to indulge 
the humour of that people, and to keep the Sabbath as a day 
for religious offices, viz. public prayers, reading of the Scrip- 


8 Dialog. cum Tryph. (pp. 245, stretur. 
246. et passim.) 2% LL. 1. ¢. 4. (v. I. p. 15, 38.) 
9 L. 4. c. 30. (p. 319. 30.) Quia Ofre Téparos avrois weptrouns Eyed- 
non per heec justificabatur homo, sed dev, dre py oe mpi" od 2aSBd 
in signo data sunt populo, ostendit, ural ahr dre pry B€ nuiv’ GAN’ ovde 
quod ipse Abraham sine circumcisi- ray rodvde tpopav mapadvdaxns, 
one et sine observatione Sabbatorum oude Tay GAdoy S:aaroAs, 6oa Tots 
credidit Deo, et reputatum est illi peremecra mparos andyrav Mavons 
ad justitiam et amicus Dei vocatus ap£dyevos ep oupPdrors 2 redcio Oa ma- 
pa édoxev, Gre py 8€ viv Xproriavaey 
91 Coit. Jud. c. 4. (p. 186 d.) ra rovadra. 
Sequitur itaque ut quatenus circum- met Cave, seek Christianity, 
cisionis carnalis, et legis veteris abo- b.1. ch. (p. 83.) They 
litio expuncta suis temporibus de- Tie J wat bet being ‘caaurally the first 
monstratur, ita Sabbati quoque ob- converts, &c. 
servatio temporaria fuisse demon- 
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tures, preaching, celebration of the sacraments and such like 
duties.’ But when any one pretended to carry the observation 
of it further, either by introducing a doctrinal necessity, or 
pressing the observation of it precisely after the Jewish man- 
ner, they resolutely opposed it, as introducing Judaism into 
the Christian religion. For this reason the Ebionites were 
condemned for joining the observation of the Sabbath ™, ac- 
cording to the law of the Jews, with the observation of the 
Lord’s-day after the manner of Christians. Against such the 
Council of Laodicea9> pronounces anathema, that is, such as 
taught the necessity of keeping the Sabbath a perfect rest with 
the Jews. And in this sense we are to understand what 
Gregory the Great says, ‘that Antichrist will renew the 
observation of the Sabbath.’ He must needs mean the obser- 
vation of it after the Jewish manner: since in the Christian 
way it was observed as well by the Latin Church as the 
Greek; only with this difference, that the Latins kept it a fast, 
and the Greeks a festival. 

5. If it be inquired what was the occasion of this difference, 
why the Greek Church observed it as a festival, and the Latin 
as a fast? I answer, the Greek Church received it as they 
found it delivered to them by the Jews, among whom it was 
always a festival. But besides this there was another reason 
inclining them to do it. For Marcion the heretic made it a 
part of his heresy to fast on the Sabbath, in opposition to the 
God of the Jews, pretending that there was another god to be 
worshipped beside the Creator of the world, who was the God 
of the Jews; and therefore he appointed the Sabbath to be 
kept a fast, that he might not seem to comply with the rites of 
the God of the Jews, who rested from his work of creation on 
the Sabbath, or seventh day. This is expressly said by Epi- 
phanius 9” : ‘ Marcion for this reason fasted on the Sabbath: 


$4 Vid. Theodoret. Heeret. Fab. 1. re custodiri. 
2.C. 1. (t. 4. part 1. p. 328.) To pev arcion. n. 3. (t. T. 


ab omni faciet o 
97 Heer. 42. 


XX. 


2a8Barov cata tov ‘lovdaiwy rinact 
vopov, THY be Kuptaxny xaOtepovot tra- 
parAnois 1 np. 

9 C. 29. See before, ch. 2. 8. 3. 
p- 247. n. 84. 

% L. rr. Ep. 3. Antichristum 
renovaturum Sabbati observantiam. 
(CC. t. 5. p.isrr b.).. Qui veniens 
diem Sabbatum atque Dominicum 


p- 304 b.) To d¢ ZaBBaroy wnoreve 
Buck To.auTny airiay’ érecdn, gus, Tov 
cov ray lovdaioy € éoriy 7 dycravors 
rou TETFOLNKOTOS | Tov Koopoy, Kat ev 7 
EB8dun ue pa dvaravoapévou, ners 
morevow@per TauTHY, iva py To xaGn- 
Koy ToU Geov tay ‘lovdatwy épyale- 
peOa. 


of the Sabbath or Saturday. 213 


for, said he, since that day is the rest of the God of the Jews, 
who made the world, and rested on the Sabbath-day, we 
therefore fast on that day, that we may not do any thing in 
compliance with the God of the Jews.’ Now this made the 
Catholics more zealous to keep the Sabbath a festival, that 
they might not seem to give any countenance to the wicked 
blasphemy and impiety of Marcion, or any ways reflect upon 
the Godbf the Old Testament, whom they owned and honoured 
as the Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, which Marcion did 
not : since he in spite to the true God made the Sabbath a 
fast, they thought it proper to keep it a festival as it had 
always been from its frsh institution. And in opposition to his 
heresy, soon after it began to spread, a canon was made in the 
Church, which now we have among those called the Apostoli- 
cal Canons. ‘that if any clergyman was found to fast on the 
Lord’s-day, or on the Sabbath, one only excepted, he should 
be deposed ; or, if he was a layman, be cast out of the com- 
munion of the Church.’ 

After Marcion, there arose many other sects, who followed 
him in this particular singularity of keeping the Sabbath as a 
fast, though they did not all agree in the same reasons for 
doing it. The Eustathians did it for the exercise of an ascetic 
life; and the Massalians or Euchites on the same pretence : yet 
the Church would not allow them in their practice. The Mar- 
cianists, who were a distinct sect from the Marcionites: for 
they were so called from one Marcianus Trapezita in the time 
of Justinian, kept the Sabbath also a fast. So did also the 
Sabbatians, Lampetians, Choreuts, and Adelphians, who are 
condemned by Maximus, and Anastasius’, and Timotheus of 
Constantinople?, and Nicephorus Patriarcha3, whose testimonies, 


9% C. 64. al. 66. See before, ch. 
2. 8. 5. p.225- n. 18. 

9 In Dionys. de Eccles. Hierarch. 
c. 6. (t. 2. p. 83 ¢. 6.) Sppetooa 
cata Aapmreriavay, fro. Meocadcavay 


Acavav, Tov év MadAayovia more ava- 
gevrwv.— [Vid. etiam Latine ap. 
Bibl. Max. t.9. p. ro1g.a.4. Ep. 

2 De iis qui ad fidem Catholicam 
accedunt. (ap. Constit. Apost. 1. 5. 


f, "AdeAdtavay, ravtov 8¢ eirretvy Map- 
KLAVLOT@Y, K.T. A. 

I [Sinaita] Quest. 64. (p. 424.) 
‘Os xai rewes mddw tov Evorabiavaey 
meorevovos Teroapaxoctiy «vy LaB- 
Bare xai Kupiaxy’ xara 1d dcypa Trev 
Aeyouevar Evorabiavayv, cai Mapxa- 
mortay, kai Aapreriayay, cai Macca- 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


c. 15. Cote]. t. 1. p. 319. u. 47.) 
Mapxtanoral, of amd Mapxtayou rou 


9 
. TparreCirov, kal MeooaAtavol, cai Ev- 


ruxirat [malim Evyiras] nal "Ev@ov- 
g.acrai, cai Xopevral, cai Aaureria- 
voi, xai AdeAguavol, xai Evoratavoi. 
—In Apparatu Sacro Possevini: ... 
Exemplari autem Regio 2336, &c. 


T 
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collected and corrected out of manuscripts, the curious reader 
may find at large in Cotelerius* and Combefis>. I only observe, 
that the Council of Trullo, which was held anno 692, or 707, 

_ censures the Roman Church itself for fasting on this day, and 
orders them to correct their practice. The words of the canon® 
are remarkable: ‘Forasmuch as we understand that in the city 
of Rome the Sabbath in Lent is kept as a fast, contrary to the 
rule and custom of the Church: it seemed good to the holy 
synod that in the Roman Church also the ancient canon should 
be revived and enforced, which says, If any clergyman be found 
to fast on the Lord’s-day, or on the Sabbath, one only ex- 
cepted, let him be deposed ; if a layman, let him be excommu- 
nicated.’ From whence we may observe, that this custom of 
celebrating the Sabbath as a festival was constantly and invio- 
lably maintained in the Greek Church without any variation. 

Andwhya . 6. And there are some learned men of the Roman commvu- 

pelea nion who think it was so originally in the Latin Church also. 

seme other Albaspinscus’ is so clearly of this opinion, that he thinks the 

Churches. Church of Rome herself at first observed the Sabbath as a 
festival. And it appears plainly from Tertullian, who, writing 
against the Orthodox in favour of the Montanists, says ex- 
pressly that both the Catholics and the Montanists excepted 

(the Sabbath out of their fasts. ‘The Catholics,’ he says’, 
\ ‘kept no Sabbath a fast, except the great Sabbath before 


Mapxiauorai, «x.r.A., where the 
reading differs. (See Cotel. ibid.) 

3 Antirrhetic. (Cotel. ibid. p. 320. 
Nn. 47.) "Ex tys ovyypadis Tipobéov 
mpeoBurepou tis Kata Mapxiamorap, 
Aro "AxepdAwy’ xaé” dy nywvicato 
KuptAdos ’AdeEardpeias, PAaBiavds, 
Kai Oeddoros ‘Avrioyeias, x. T.X. 

4 In Constit. Apost. 1. 5. c. 15. 
(v. £. p. 319. n. 47.) 

5 Hist. Monothelit. (Auctar. Nov. 
t. 2. p. 461. Notar.) Cum nonnul- 
lorum exemplarium, &c. 

6 C. 55. al. 56. (t. 6. p.1167 d.) 
"Eretdn pepadnxapey, ev tH ‘Pwopaioy 
moder ev Tais ayiats Texoapuxooris 
ynoreias Tots Tavtns TaSBacr vy- 
oTevey, Tapa thy mapadobciaay éx- 
KAnovaotiKny axodrovbiav, edoge 17 
ayia cuvdd@, Sore xpareiv cat én rh 
“Pwpaiwy eéxxAnoia amapacadevtas 
roy Kayova Tov A€yovra’ Ei tis KAn- 


pixds evpebein ™ ayia Kupiaxy 
orevwy Td T4BParov, wAny Tou ews 
kal pdvov, xabapeioOaw’ ei Sé Aaixos, 
apopilec bw. 

7 Observat. 1. 1. c. 13. (ad calc. 
Optat. p. 27 a.) Quod ad Sabbata 
attinet, Greeci et Orientales eandem 
pene rationem secuti sunt. Nam, ut 
ex antiquionbus auctoribus constat, 
festa celebritate colebatur, jejunium- 
que interdicebatur. Latinorum au- 
tem varius in ea re usus fuit. Ea 
enim alias perinde ac Greci cele- 
brarunt, sed sensim inductus est 
mos, ut jejunaretur, et tristitize dies 
haberentur. 

8 De Jejun. c. 14. (p. g82 b.)... 
Quanquam vos etiam Sabbatum, si 
quando continuatis, nunquam nisi 
in Pascha jejunandum, secundum 
rationem alibi redditam. 
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Easter.’ And the Montanists, who observed twice in the year 
two weeks of zerophagia, or fasts upon dry meats only, yet 
never fasted in them either on the Sabbath or the Lord’s-day. 
So that it is next to impossible that the Sabbath should have 
been a fast in the Roman Church at this time, and yet not 
have been discerned by so acute a man as Tertullian, when it 
was so much for his cause in this dispute to have taken notice 
of it. However it is certain that not long after in the Roman 
and some other of the Latin Churches, a change was made: 
but then the very manner of the change sufficiently discovers 
the novelty of it. The Council of Eliberis?°, which first intro- 
duced the Saturday-fast into Spain, plainly intimates that it 
was not observed there before, till they first introduced it, and 
that most probably from the example of the Roman Church, 
where it had been settled a little before. St. Austin?! long 
after this observes, that only the Roman and some of the 
Western Churches, not all of them, kept the Sabbath a fast ; 
and he notes!? more particularly how in Afric they were di- 
vided in their practice: for in the Churches of the same pro- 
vince, and sometimes among the people of the same Church, it 
was very common for some to dine, and some to fast on the 
Sabbath. But at Milan, which was a much nearer neighbour 
to Rome, the ancient custom still continued of keeping Satur- 
day always a festival. So that even in Lent, as St. Ambrose 13 
himself assures us, not only the Lord’s-day, but every Sabbath, | 
except the great Sabbath before Easter, were observed as fes- ; 
tivals and days of relaxation. And for this reason, as the au- ; 


9 C. 1g. (ibid. c.).. Duas in anno 
hebdomadas xerophagiarum, nec to- 
tas, exceptis scilicet Sabbatis et Do- 
minicis, offerimus Deo. 

10 C. 26. (t.1. p. 973 d.) Errorem 


lacuit i, ut omni Sabbati die 
[ejuniorum superpositionem cele- 
remus. —Albaspin. in loc. (ibid. 


P- 995 b.) Superpositiones, id est, 
imponere jejunia, que solita non 
essent observari.— Vid. C. Aga- 
thens. c. 12. (t. 4. p. 1985 d.) Pia. 
cuit ut omnes ecclesiz fili, exceptis 
diebus Dominicis in Quadragesima, 
etiam die Sabbato, sacerdotali ordi- 
natione et distinctionis commina- 
tione jejunent. 


lt Ep. 86. [al. 36.] ad Casulan. 
c. 13. (t. 2. p. 80f.) Hine exorta 
est ista in reginz illius veste varie- 
tas, ut alii, sicut maxime populi 
Orientis, propter requiem signifi- 
candam mallent relaxare jejunium: 
alii propter humilitatem mortis 
Domini jejunare [mallent} sicut 
Romana et nonnullz Occidentis ec- 
oe Ibid [c. 14.] (p. 8 
2 Ibid. [c.14.] p. 149. (p. 81 e.) 
.... Contingit es in Africa, ut 
una ecclesia, vel unius regionis ec- 
clesize, alios habeant Sabbato pran- 
dentes, alios jejunantes. 

13 De Elia et Jejun. c. 10. See 
before, ch. 2. 8. 5. p. 254. n. 12. 
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thor of his Life tells us, he was used to dine upon Saturday as 
well as the Lord’s-day. Which is often noted also by St. Aus- 
tin'*, in answering a scruple, which perplexed his mother 
Monicha and some others, concerning the observation of this 
day, when they could not well account for the different prac- 
tices of different Churches, some of which kept it as a fast and 
others as a festival. To satisfy their doubts, he told them», 
‘that in all things of this nature, where the Scripture had de- 
termined nothing positively one way or other, the custom of 
the people of God, and the rules of our forefathers, were to be 
taken for a law: and to dispute about such things, and con- 
demn the. practice of one Church from the contrary custom of 
another, was to raise endless debates, and lose charity in the 
heat of contention.’ He added’®, ‘ that for the sake of his mo- 
ther Monicha, he once went to consult St. Ambrose upon this. 
particular question; who told him, he could give no better ad- 
vice in the case, than to do as he himself did: for when I go 
to Rome, said he, I fast on the Saturday, as they do at Rome; 
when I am here, I do not fast. So likewise you, whatever 
Church you come to, observe the custom of the place, if you 
would neither give offence to others, nor take offence from 
them.’ ‘ With this answer,’ he says, ‘he satisfied his mother, 
and ever after looked upon it as an oracle sent from heaven.’ 
Nothing can be plainer now, than that the Saturday-fast 
was not received in all the Churches of the West, since even 
at Milan it always continued to be a festival. And even those 
Churches, which turned it into a fast, could not agree about 
the reason and original of it. Some said it was instituted by 
St. Peter at Rome, upon a particular occasion: for when he 
was to contend with Simon Magus on the Lord’s-day '’, for the 


KX.i 


14 Ubi supr.c.1. (t. 2. p. 68 d.) 
Quod ergo me consulis, utrum li- 
ceat Sabbato jejunare ; respondeo, 


c. 

15 Tbid. (e.) In his enim rebus, 
de quibus nihil certi statuit Scrip- 
tura divina, mos populi Dei, vel in- 
stituta majorum pro lege tenenda 
sunt. De quibus si disputare volu- 
erimus, et ex aliorum consuetudine 
alios improbare, orietur interminata 
luctatio, quze labore sermocinationis 


cum certa documenta nulla veritatis 
insinuet, utique cavendum est, ne 
tempestate contentionis serenitatem 
caritatis obnubilet. 

16 Ep. 118. [al. 54.] ad Januar. 
c. 2. (t. 2. p. 124 e.) Mater mea 
Mediolanum me consecuta, &c. 

7 Ep. ad Casulan. ut supr. c. 9. 
p. 146. (t. 2. p. 76d.) Est quidem 
et hzec opinio plurimorum, quamvis 
eam perhibeant esse falsam plerique 
Romani, quod Apostolus Petrus, 
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danger of the great temptation he held a fast with the Church 
at Rome the day before, and having obtained a prosperous 
and glorious success thereby, he continued the same custom, 
and some of the Western Churches followed his example. But 
many among the Romans themselves rejected this as a mere 
fiction, even in St. Austin’s time, though others continued still 
in the belief of it, as appears from what is said in Cassian!8, 
and some later writers, about this fast in the Roman Church. 
Pope Innocent!® gives another reason for it: ‘ Because on this 
day our Saviour lay buried in the grave, and the Apostles 
were in deep sorrow for their Master, and hid themselves for 
fear of the Jews.’ Which is the usual reason now assigned by 
the learned writers of the present Roman Church, Baronius®, 
Bellarmin?!, Combefis 22, and others. Yet this was only a con- 


cum Simone Mago die Dominico 
certaturus, propter ipsum magne 
tentationis periculum, pridie cum 
ejusdem urbis ecclesia jejunaverit, 
et, consecuto tam prospern glorioso- 
que successu, eundem morem tenu- 
erit, eurnque imitate sunt nonnull 
Occidentis ecclesiz. 
18 Instit. 1. 3. c. 10. (p. 46.) Cu- 
moderaminis causam nonnulli 
in quibusdam Occidentalibus civi- 
tatibus ignorantes, et maxime in 
Urbe, idcirco putant absolutionem 
Sabbati minime debere presumi, 
od Apostolum Petrum [in] eodem 
ie contra Simonem conflictaturum 
asserunt jejunasse, &c.—Anonymus 
de Francis et reliquis Latinis, ap. 
Combefis. Hist. Monothelit.—[ Not. 
ad Invect. Auctar. Nov. Isaac. Ar- 
men. | (t. 2. p. 429 d. 3.) ToAAol 8¢ 
€£ avray vnotevovot ta ZaBBara, oi- 
tives LaBBariavoi ovoud(oyrat’ xai 
epwrdopevor, Oca Ti TaUTNY NTTEVOVCL, 
" aifoyra, ort é€v SaBBdrov npe- 
pa €ppipe [6 Zipev Leérpos] rév Li- 
prova Mdyor, ds xal cuvrpifeis dtep- 
payn’ kai rovrov yap ynotevovat Ta 
ZaBBara. Yevdovrat dé' ard yap tivos 
ZaBBariov wnorevey ra d8Bara 
wapéXaBor’ otros yap 6 TptoKxarapa- 
ros TaBParws, rois Adyors Kal rH axé- 
oes Tou Mavevros traxOels, efeuece 
cal avris SAaodnpias pnyara, Kat 
woddas €k TOY troy aipe- 
oeay éxnpvéevy 5 dOdws" doris érat- 


veOn mapa Tav Adepavoy, xa Adps- 
Kuayvay’ xal trav "lomaviay oixovuvTwy, 
kat today Stardvrey év att TH 
‘Papn’ teXevtaytos 8€ avrov, dvera- 

TO TOis avTov paOnrais, ynorevew 
Umép avrov ta Sd8Bara, didri LaB- 
Bartos xéxAnrat’ kat é€x THs TOLAUTNS 
vnoreias pveiay avrov motovyres pé- 
pynvra xa THs dt8acKaXias avrov. 

19 Ep. 1. ad Decentium, c. 4. 
(CC. t. 2. p. 1246 d.)...Si... sexta 
feria propter passionem Domini je- 
jujamus, Sabbatum pretermittere 
non debemus, quod inter tristitiam 
atque lztitiam temporis istius (al. 
illius ] [nempe Paschatis] videtur in- 
clusum. Nam utique constat, Apo- 
stolos biduo isto in meerore fuisse, 
et propter metum Judzorum se oc- 
culuisse. 

* An. 57. n. 207. (t. 1. p. 514€.) 
At cum hec servarentur, &c. 

21 L. 2. de Bon. Oper. c. 18. 
(t. 4. p. 469.) Romana ecclesia et 
Occidens universus ... jejunat Sab- 
bato..... in memoriam humilitatis 
Domini, qui die Sabbati jacuit mor- 
tuus et clausus in sepulchro. 

22 Ubi supra. (ibid. p. 431 a. 3.) 
Probabilior videtur [ratio], quam 
Humbertus ex Sancto Silvestro re- 
fert, ut Latini in memoriam sepul- 
ture Dominice ac luctus discipulo- 
rum Domini Sabbatis omnibus je- 


junent. 
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jecture of Pope Innocent, which may serve for a reason why 
the Roman Church might turn the Saturday into a fast before 
his time, but does not prove that to have been the orginal 
practice. Socrates?? makes the Roman Church to vary once 
more in this matter : for he says, ‘ in his time they did not fast 
on Saturdays at Rome even in Lent, but only five days in the 
week :’ and Valesius?4 and Menardus?> go further, and assert, 
that in the time of Pope Leo they kept but three days in the 
week fasting in Lent at Rome: for which they allege the words 
of Pope Leo himself in one of his Lent-Sermons?6: ‘ On the se- 
cond and fourth and sixth days of the week, that is, Monday, 
Wednesday, and Friday, let us fast: and on the Sabbath cele- 
brate our vigil at St. Peter’s church.’ But since Mr. Quesnel* 
and Pagi?* have shown this passage to be foisted into Leo’s 


23 L. 5. c. 22. (Vv. 2. p. 294. 15.) 
Oi péy ev ‘Pan, tpeis mpd rov dacya 
éB8opddas, mAqy 2aPBarov nai Kupta- 
S, TUINPpEVvaS PNOTEVOVTLW. 
a? In Loc. (ibid. n. 2.).... Im- 
merito Baronius Socrati opponit 
testimonium Gregorii Magni. Aliter 
enim Socratis etate, aliter Gregorii 
Magni temporibus, Romani per 
Quadragesimam jejunabant. ‘Tem- 
poribus Leonis Papz, quibus fere 
zqualis fuit Socrates, Romani tri- 
bus duntaxat diebus hebdomadis 
jejunabant in Quadragesima, secun- 
da scilicet, quarta et sexta feria, ut 

atet ex Sermonibus ejusdem Papz 
de Quadragesima. 

2 In Sacramentar. Greg. M., 
cited by Pagi in Baron. an. 55. 
n. 8. (t. 1. p. 43.) Hugo Menardus, 
Sacramentarium S. Gregorii com- 
mentans, istam explicationem me- 
rito tae ostenditque quatuor illus 
dies Gregori ipsius etate in usu 
non fuisse, nedum Leonis tempori- 
bus. In eum autem ut ipse senten- 
tiam, non plures revera dies Rome 
tunc temporis jejunio fuisse conse- 
cratos, quam qui in Sermone a B. 
Leone designantur. 

26 Serm. 4. [al. 42.] de Quadra- 
gesima. (Ed. Paris. 1671. p. 39. col. 
sinistr.) Secunda igitur et quarta et 
sexta feria jejunemus: Sabbato au- 
tem apud B. Petrum Apostolum vi- 
gilias celebremus. hese words 


and several preceding clauses are 
omitted in the Ed. Ballerin. Venet. 
1783. (See Serm. 42. al. de Quadra- 
ges. 4. c.6. t. 1. p. 162.) in accord- 
ance with Quesnell in loc. (see ibid. 
n. 36.) They occur, however, with 
the omission of secunda, in De Je- 
jun. Decim. Mens. Serm. 1. (Serm. 
12. ut supr. p. 43.) and in De Je- 
jun. Pentecost. Serm. 4. (Serm. 81. 
ut supr. p. 320.) Quarta igitur et 
sexta, &c. Ep. ] 
27 Dissert. 6. de Jejunio Sabbati, 
c. 18. Oper. Leon. M. (Lugdun. 
1700. t. 2. p. 290.) Non ea autem 
sola abjudicanda sunt Leoni, &c.— 
See the next note. 
28 Crit. in Baron. an. 57. n. 2. 
Corrige, an. 55. n. 8.] (t. 1. p. 43.) 
it vir eruditissimus (Quesnellus] 
Leonis non esse verba illa, qux ob- 
jiciuntur, sed Sermoni ejus esse su- 
peraddita, occasione ac ratione mox 
explicanda. Nam penes antiquiores 
et melioris note codices arbitnum 
est et jus et norma de dubiis vete- 
rum scriptorum feetibus, aut inter- 
polationibus decernendi, et in quin- 
ue vetustissimis MSS., uno nempe 
egio, duobus Thuaneis, Navarrico 
et San-Germanensi, verba illa ab- 
sunt, ee ille pannus a nobis 
descriptus desideratur. Eum itaque 
insititium esse non dubitandum. 
Norunt omnes in more fuisse apud 
monachos et clericos, homilias ser- 
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is @ very great mistake in learned men. For, not to mention 
what Clemens Alexandrinus®! says of the Basilidian heretics, 
that they asserted, that Christ was born on the twenty-fourth 
or twenty-fifth of the month, which the Egyptians call Phar- 
muthi, that is, April; he says a more remarkable thing® of 
some others, who were more curious about the year and the 
day of Christ’s nativity, which they said was in the twenty- 
eighth year of Augustus Cesar, and the twenty-fifth day of the 
month Pachon; which though Pamelius® artfully calls De- 
cember, to serve the common hypothesis, and impose upon his 
reader, yet nothing is more certain than it signifies the month 
of May, as Mr. Basnage®* has at large demonstrated out of 
Epiphanius and Theophilus Alexandrinus, who usually follow 
the Egyptian calendar, where Pachon answers to our May, as 
every one knows, who has any understanding in the several 
styles by which the ancient writers made their chronological 
computations. 


ra 2. But what is more considerable in this matter, is, that the 
81 Stromat. 1. (p. 408. 9.) Nat legendum pro eo, quod mendoee 
pi Twes avray gacl fappovhi ye- iterum est 28.] in 25. mensis Pachon 
yervna Gat xd’ ff Ke. [quem nos Decembrem dicimus] 
42 Ibid. (p. 407. 18.) Efot 8€ of natum. 
Weptepyorepoy tH yevéoes TOU Lory- 84 Exercit. in Baron. an. 37. (p. 
pos npCov ov pdvoy Td éros, dAAa cat 216.) Ecclesiz suze disciplina im- 
TY Nuepay mpoariOevres. butus Pamelius A3gyptium Pachon 
33 Not. in Tertul. cont. Judzos, Decembri vindicat Notis in Tertulli- 
c.8. n. 78.—Vid. Oper. Tertul. per anum: Pachon quem nos Decembrem 
Pamel. Paris. 1695. (Ed. Mercer. c. dicimus: n. 78.advers. Judzeos. Quo 
Not. Pamelii, Colon. Agripp. 1617. concesso, admirabili consensu Lati- 
p. 190 f.) Deinde addit [Clemens] norum sententia cum A¢gyptiorum 
aliorum sententiam, qui subtilius, opinione conspiraret. Sed Pamelius 
inquit, natali Domini non solum maxime fallitur: constat enim ab 
annum sed et diem addunt, quem edito Christo sic menses esse dir- 
dicunt 29. anno Augusti [sic enim gendos:— 
igypt. Latin. Syro-Grec. ex Epiphan. 
Tybi Januarius Avduvaios 
. echir Februarius Tlepircos 
Phamenoth Martius Avortpos 
° Pharmuti (s. thi] Aprilis Ravrixos 
a Pachon Maius ’Aprepiotos 
2 Payni Junius Aaiawos 
NO Epiphi Julius Ilavepos 
\ Mesori Augustus A@os 
Thoth September Toprratos 
Paophi October “YrrepBeperaios 
Athyr November Aios 
Choiac December ’AmreAXaios, x. TA. 
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part of the Eastern Church for three or four of the day of Epi- 


3 kept the feast of Christ’s Nativity on the same day, aoe rs 
now called Epiphany, or the sixth of January, which Jenuary- 
Christ’s manifestation to the world in four several 
which at first were all commemorated upon this day : 
y his nativity or incarnation, which was the appearance 
nanifested in the flesh. 2. By the appearance of the 
ich guided the wise men unto Christ at his birth, and 
Epiphany or manifestation of him to the Gentiles. 
e glorious appearance that was made at his baptism, 
2 heavens were opened, and the Holy Ghost descended 
lly shape like a dove and lighted upon him, and a voice 
m heaven saying, “This is my beloved Son in whom 
ll pleased.” 4. By the appearance or manifestation of 
ity, when by his first miracle he turned the water into 
che marriage in Cana of Galilee. That this day was 
yur Saviour’s birthday for several ages by the Churches 
t, Jerusalem, Antioch, Cyprus, and other Churches of 
» 18 so evident from good authorities®>, that among 
men it is now a thing beyond all dispute. Cassian®6 
ressly, ‘that in his time all the Egyptian provinces, 
e general name of Hpiphany, understood as well the 
of Christ as his baptism: and therefore they did not 
orate those twp mysteries upon two distinct days, as 
ul in the Western provinces, but celebrated both of 
rether upon that one day’s festival. And Gennadius®7 
_ one Timothy a bishop, who composed a book con- 
the nativity of the Lord, which he supposed to be on 
of Epiphany. Cotelerius®® not improbably conjectures, 


Cotelerium in Constit. theus episcopus composuit librum 
5. c. 13. (v. 1. p. 312. de nativitate Domini secundum car- 
nem, quam credit in Theophania 

it. 10. c. 2. (p.383.).... factam. 
rum die, quem provincie § %8 Not. in Constit. Apost. 1. 5. 
rdotes, vel Dominici bap- c. 13. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 313. 0. 32.) 
secundum carnem nativi- A‘gyptii, referente Cassiano, Colla- 
lJefiniunt; et idcirco utri- tione 10. cap. 2.,....diem Epipha- 
ramenti solemnitatem non niorum definiebant diem baptismi 
; in Occiduis provinciis, Dominici et Dominice nativitatis. 
ina diei hujus festivitate Unde forsan Timotheus ille episco- 
int. pus, qui a Gennadio dicitur com- 
icriptor. Eccles. c. 58. (iut. posuisse librum De nativftate Do- 
ron. t.2. p.g74.) Timo- mini, quam credebat in Epiphania 
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that this was no other than Timothy bishop of Alexandria, 
though Dr. Cave%9 speaks of him as a later writer. But before 
the time of the Council of Ephesus, anno 431, the Egyptians 
had altered the day of Christ’s nativity, and fixed it to the 
twenty-ninth day of their month Cheeac, which is the twenty- 
fifth of December: as appears from the Homily of Paulus 
Emisenus‘°, spoken before Cyril of Alexandria, and related in 
the Acts of that Council. It was not long before this, that the 
Churches of Antioch and Syria came into the Western observa- 
tion. For Chrysostom‘', in one of his Homilies to the people 
of Antioch, tells them that ten years were not yet past, since 
they came to the true knowledge of the day of Christ’s birth, 
which they kept before on Epiphany, till the Western Church 
gave them better information. And from that time the Na- 
tivity and Epiphany were distinct festivals, as appears from 
other Homilies‘? of this writer, where he speaks distinctly of 
them as two days, which had been thought one and the same 
before. 

Epiphanius, who was bishop of Salamis or Conmiaatan: the 
metropolis of Cyprus, often speaks of Christ’s nativity, and al- 
ways follows the Eastern calculation, fixing it to the same day 
with Epiphany in the month of January. In one place ‘4? he says, 
‘Tt is not lawful to fast on the day of Epiphany, on which day 
the Lord was born in the flesh.’ In another‘* he takes a great 


ee est Timotheus Alexandri- viv, Kat ov mpd moAAGy erav abpoor 


ovrass avedpape, x. T. 


ae Hist. Liter. (t.1. p. 304.) Ti- 
motheus episc ae cujusnam urbis 
non constat. Claruit circa an. 415. 
Scripsit librum De nativitate Do- 
mint secundum carnem, quam in 
die Epiphaniz contigisse arbitratus 
est. 

40 Hom. in Act. C. Ephes. part. 
3. ¢. 3I. (CC. t. 3. p. 1096.) “OptAta 
HavAov emeaKdrrov "Epions, exGcioa 
Kf Xow ev rH peyaAn éxxAnoig "A- 
AcEavépeias, xaOnpevov TOU paxapiou 
KupiaXov, eis tnv Tévynoty rov Kupiov 
kai Swrnpos nay ‘Incov Xpiorov. 

Hom. 31. de Natal. Christ. t. s. 
p. 466. (t. 2. p. 355 a-)- « Oire Béxardy 
€orw eros, €§ ob U andy kat ida kane! npiy 
aur 7} nwépa yeyenras’. . . Tapa pev 
Trois THY Eowepay oixovoty avwbey 
yropifopern, mpds nuas O¢ xopicbeioa 


42 Hom. 24. de Bapt. Christ. t.1. 
P. gtr. (ibid. p- 369 b, d.) “Ors per 
ouv "Emdvea ” mapovea A€yerat 
éopty, Onddv € éoTt raat. .'AdAa rivos 
évexev out nuépa rab hy éréxOn, 
GAX’ 7 "HEpa, xa iv éBarriobn, 
‘Emopdveia Aéyerat’ aurn ydp €oTw 
THE pa, xa ay éSarrigaro, xal ry 
ray voatay ryiace Guow. 

43° Expos. Fid. n. 22. (t. I. 
IIO5 a.) Otre ev ™ nMEpG Toy "Em. 
paviwr, dre éyevvnOn év capxi 6 
Kuptos, efeort vnorevoas. 

“4 Her. 51. Alog. n. 24. (ibid. 
Pp. 446 d.) TevnBevros yap avrov wept 
Tov “lavvoudptoy pva, Touréots pd 
oxTw ei8ar. ‘lavvovapiav, res éori 
Kara “Pwpatous TrepaTy rou "Iayvou- 
apiov pnvds* kara Alyumrious, TuSt 
év8exarn’ kata Zupous, etrovy “EAAR- 
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deal of pains to make his reader understand ‘that Christ was 
born in January; that is,’ says he, ‘on the eighth of the Ides 
of January, which is the fifth of January, according to the 
Romans ‘5, and the eleventh of Tybi according to the Egyp- 
tians, and the sixth of Audynmus according to the Syro-Mace- 
donians, and the fifth of the fifth month according to the Cy- 
priots or Salaminians, and the fourteenth of Julius according to 
the Paphians, and the twenty-first of Aleon according to the 
Arabians, and the thirteenth of Atarta according to the Cap- 
padocians, and the thirteenth of Tibeth according to the He- 
brews, and the sixth of Msemacterion according to the Athe- 
nians.’ 

Nothing could be more particular in fixing the day of 
Christ’s nativity to that of Epiphany, or Epiphany to the fifth 
or sixth of January, than this so minute account of Epiphanius. 
Which is confirmed by St. Jerom*®, who, though he differed 
from Epiphanius as to the day of Christ’s nativity, yet he inti- 
mates, that there were some who still believed that Christ 
was born upon the Epiphany, which was the fifth of January, 


yas, Abduvaiov [éxrov] éxrn’ xara 
Kumpious, «lrovy Zadapwvious, mwép- 
wrov méumnrn’ xara Ladious, lovAou 
reocapeckatdexarn’ xara’ Apafas, ’A- 
Aecwp xa’ kata Kamraddxas, 'Atapra 
ty’ xara ‘EBpaious, T8768 ty xara 
’"A@nvalovs’ Maipaxtrnpidvos 5’. Ta- 
pnrde ras mpoepnuevas vrarelas ei- 
Kootenvea mAnpes, K.T. Ar. 

45 Some think this should be 
written, the sizth of January, be- 
cause the eighth of the Ides of 
January is the sixtb of January in 
the Roman Calendar: but St. Jerom 
also places Epiphany upon the fifth 
of January, Comment. in Ezek. 1. 
P- 459. (t. 5. p. 6a.).... In quarto 
mense, qui apud nos vocatur Janu- 
arius, &c. And the Asiatics did so 
likewise. Vid. Usser. de Anno Solari 
Macedonum et Asianorum. l. al. c. 
2.—See the next note. 

46 Vid. Usser. ibid. (Works, v. 7. 
p. 392.) A vicesimo quarto .... De- 
cembris die incipiebat quartus Asia- 
norum mensis, maxima sui parte 
Januario respondens; cujus die 
quinta Theophania apud illos ce- 
lebrata fuisse hinc colligimus; non, 


ut apud alios, die sexto. Quod 
Hieronymi loco lucem non modi- 
cain prefert in Commentariis ad 
caput primum Ezechielis: ubi tem- 
pus visionis illius, anno tricesimo, 
die quinto quarti mensis exhibite, 
ad Christum, anno etatis tricesimo 
in Theophaniis vel Epiphaniis bap- 
tizatum, ita per anagogen accom- 
modat: Illud intelligendum, quod in 
tricesimo atatts sue anno Dominus 
ad baptismum venerit: in quarto 
mense, gui apud nos vocatur Janu- 
arius, &c. Apud Orientales enim 
populos, post collectionem frugum 
et torcularia, quando decimz de- 
ferebantur in Templum, October 
erat primus mensis, et Januarius 

uartus. Quintam autem diem men- 
sis adjungit, ut significet baptisma, 
in quo aperti sunt Christo ceeli, et 
Epiphaniorum dies huc usque vene- 
rabilis est; (non ut quidam putant, 
natalis in carne: tunc enim abscon- 
ditus est, et non apparuit;) quod 
huic tempori congruit, quando dic- 
tum est, Hic est Filius meus dilectus, 
in quo mths complacut. 
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festivals,’ and ‘the metropolis or mother of all festivals :’ 
adding, ‘ that from. this both the Theophania, (so he styles 
Epiphany,) and the holy Paschal feast, and the Assumption 
or Ascension, and Pentecost took their original.’ ‘ For if Christ 
had not been born according to the flesh, he had not been 
baptized, which is the Theophania (or Epiphany): neither had 
he been crucified, which is the Paschal festival: neither had 
he sent the Holy Ghost, which is our Pentecost. But we do 
not give this festival the preference merely upon this account, 
but because the thing that was done upon this day was more 
tremendous than all others. For that Christ should die when 
he was a man, was a thing of natural consequence ; but that 
when he was God he should be willing to be made man, and 
condescend to humble himself beyond all imagination and 
conception, this is indeed wonderful and astonishing in the 
highest degree. In admiration of this, St. Paul as it were in 
a rapture says, “ Without controversy great is the mystery of 
Godliness! God was manifested in the flesh!” [1 Tim. 3, 16.] 
For this reason chiefly I love and embracc this day, and pro- 
pound it to you, that I may make you partakers of the same 
inducement of love. I therefore pray and beseech you, come 
with all diligence and alacrity, every man first purging his 
own house, to see our Lord wrapt in swaddling-clothes and 


Gcopaua, xai to Ilacxa rd lepov, 
kat 9 ‘AvaAnYts, Kat 7 Tevrnxooty 
Tv apxnvy Kxat ths umdbeow €da- 
Bov. Ei yap pr é€réy6n xara oapxa 
6 Xpiortds, ovx dy eBanticOn, omep 
€aTi Ta Gcopana: ovx dy é€orav- 
pobn, omep é€ott to Tldoya’ ovx 
dy TO 6 [Ivetpa Karemepwey, omep 
€or 7 Tevrnxootn’ Gore evreiev, 
omep a am Tivos anys ToTapot bud- 
Popo puévres, atrat €réxOnoav F npiy 
ai €oprai. Ov Kara rovto Oe pdvoy 
dtxaia TAUTNS dv ein TS mpooedpias 
drrodavewy j 7 nuépa, aA’ ore kai TO ev 
auth yevdpevoy Tav Mov andvrev 
oA ppixadearepdr € €ore TO pep yap 
dvOpwroy yevopevoy tov Xpeordy a- 
mroBaveiv, TIS dxorovdias Aourav 7 nv’ 
el oe [xat] apaptiav ouK érroingey® 

a Oynrov copa dvéhaBev' Kat hy 
ay a routo Oaupacrdy’ ro 8€ Gedy 
évra dvOpwroyv Oednoa yevéerOat nai 


avacyéeabat xaraBinvas rocovrop, 6oor 
ovd€ didvova deEarba Suvarat, Touré 
éort TO ppixwdeoraroy, nai exmdnteas 
yepov. “O 89 xai Haidos Gavpacer 
eheyev, Kai épohoyoupevws peya €oti 
TO Tis evoeBeias puoTnpioy" qoiov 
péya; Oeds épavepaby € €v capxi. Kai 
made adAaxov, Ov yap ayyéAov € em- 
AapBaverat 6 Geos, GAAd omrépparos 
"ABpadp émapPaverat’ Obey were 
KaTa Wayra Tots adeA ois dpowwGrvat. 
Ava TOUTO _ bddiora domd{ouat rH” 
népay TauTaY Kai ura, rai roy 
épwra eis” peor mpoTiOnus, iva Kot- 
vovous Upas Tronow Tov piArpov. Aw 
TOUTO Seopat mdvrwy Upoy kai ayri- 
Bode, pera maons orovdns rai Tpo- 
Oupias mapayevér Oat, Ty oixiay éx- 
agroy KevwoavTa THY éavrov’ iva (do- 
prey roy Acondrny 5 Nu@y emt Ths par- 
yns Keipevov, eorrapyavwpevor, rd 


Ppixrov éxeivo xal mapadoftor Géaua. 
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lying in a manger. A tremendous and wonderful sight in- 
deed !” 

Thus the holy father invites his auditory five days before- 
hand to celebrate the Nativity of Christ. And we may observe, 
that the day was kept with the same veneration and religious 
solemnity as the Lord’s-day. For they had always sermons 
on this day, of which there are many instances in Chrysostom, 
Nazianzen, Basil, Ambrose, Austin, Leo, Clrysologus, and 
many. others. Neither did they let this day ever pass with- 
out a solemn communion. For Chrysestom in this very place® 
invites his people to the holy table, telling them, ‘ that if they 
came with faith, they might see Christ lying in the manger: 
for the holy table supplied the place of the manger; the body 
of the Lord was laid upon the holy table, not as before wrapt 
in swaddling-clothes, but invested on every side with the Holy 
Spirit.’ And that the solemnity might be more universally 
observed, liberty was granted on this day to servants to rest 
from their ordinary labours, as on the Sabbath and the Lord’s- 
day. This is particularly mentioned by the Author of the 
Apostolical Constitutions ©: ‘ Let servants rest from their labour 
on the day of Christ’s nativity, because on this day an un- 
expected blessing was given unto men, in that the Word of 
God, Jesus Christ, was born of the Virgin Mary for the salva- 
tion of the world.’ And all fasting was as strictly prohibited on 
this festival as on the Lord’s-day: and no one without suspicion 
of some impious heresy could go against this rule, as appears 
from what Pope Leo % says of the Priscillianists, ‘that they 


67 [Ibid. (p. 498 a.) Kal ydp dy 
siorews wapayevoueba, wavros 

ilar eds sal ‘i nelpes 
yor’ 7 tpawe{a aurn rakw rhs 
aryns wAnpot’ «al yap cai brraiba 
ceigeras vo cepa 1d Acororixdr’ 
ovxl eowa ystvov, xabarep rérte, 
GAG Lvevpars wavraxdbev “Ayiy rre- 
proreAdduevoy. Grischov. 

@ L. 8. c. 33. See before, s. 3, 
the third part of n. 52, preceding. 

69 Ep. 93. ad Turnbium, c. 4. 
(CC. t. 3. p. 1412 b.).... Natalem 
Christi, quem secundum susceptio- 
nem veri hominis Catholica ecclesia 
veneratur, quia Verbum caro factum 
est et habitavit in nobis, non vere isti 

BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


honorent, sed honorare se simulent, 
jejunantes eodem die, sicut et die 
Dominico, qui est resurrectionis 
Christi. Quod utique ideo faciunt, 
quia Christum Dominum in vera 
hominis natura natum esse non cre- 
dunt, sed per quandam illusionem 
ostentata videri volunt, que vera 
non fuerint, sequentes dogma Cer- 
donis et Marcionis, et cognatis suis 


Manicheis per omnia concordantes. 
—Vid. C. Bracar. 1. [al. a C. 4. 
(t. 5. p. 837.) Si quis Natalem 


Christi secundum carnem non bene 
honorat, sed honorare se simulat, 
jejunans in eodem die, et in Domi- 
nico, &c. 


U 
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dishonoured the day of Christ’s nativity and the Lord’s-day by 
fasting, which they pretended they did only for the exercise of 
devotion in an ascetic life, but in reality it was to affront the 
days of his nativity and resurrection, because with Cerdon and 
Marcion, and the Manichees, they neither believed the truth 
of our Saviour's incarnation, nor his resurrection.’ Therefore, 
in opposition to these and such like heresies, the Church was 
always very jealous of any who pretended to make a fast of the 
Nativity of Christ. 

Finally, to show all possible honour to this day, the Church 
obliged all persons to frequent religious assemblies in the city- 
churches, and not go to any of the lesser churches in the 
country 7°, except some necessity of sickness or infirmity com- 
pelled them so to do. And the laws of the State prohibited 
all public games and shows on this day as on the Lord's-day. 
For though at first the prohibition only extended to the Lord’s- 
day, yet Theodosius Junior, by a new law7!, restrained them 
on the Lord's-day, and Epiphany, and the Paschal festival, and 
the fifty days of Pentecost, because at these times the minds of 
Christians ought to be wholly employed in the worship and 
service of God. 

Some 7? also think the very design of appointing the 


70 Vid. C. Aurelian. 1. c. 27. [al. 


16. Ao das Onigo. (fol. 281. 
25.] (t.4. p.1408d.) Ut nulli civium 


vers.) Ideo autem institutum fait 


Pasche, Natalis [Domini] vel Qua- 
dragesimz solemnia [al. solemnita- 
ie in villa liceat celebrare, nisi 
quem infirmitas probabitur tenuisse. 

“1 Cod. Theod. 1. 15. tit. 5. de 
Spectaculis, leg. 5. (t. 5. p. 383.) 
Dominico, et Natali, atque Epipha- 
niorum Christi, Paschze etiam et 
Quinquagesime diebus,.... . omni 
theatrorum atque circensium volup- 
tate per universas urbes, earundem 
populis denegata, totze Christiano- 
rum ac fidelium mentes Dei cultibus 
occupentur, &c. 

72 Hospinianus de Fest. Christian. 
Ed. Tigur. 1593. p. 111. (Ed. Genev. 
1674. P. 43. col. sinistr.) Fuit autem 
hc dies apud Romanos celebris 
olim in honorem Augusti Czesaris 
..-. Hanc ergo solemnitatem in me- 
lius ecclesia commutare volens, Epi- 
phaniarum festum in ejus locum in- 
stituit. Durandi Rationale, l. 6. c. 


hac die festum, &c.—Grischovius, 
v. 9. p. 78. n. p., observes In mea 
edit. nihil hujus exstat, with refer- 
ence to the Author’s remarks in the 
text above, ‘Some also think the 
very design, &c.;’ and a recent edi- 
tor, who fia done little more than 
copy from the Latin Translator of 
the original, has consequently lef 
the reference (Hospinianus de Festis 
bad age p.11 if Mg of the Ed. 

gurin. 1593, which my ancestor 
consulted) aT nied: adding, These 
words do not occur tn the Genevt 


edition of 1674! But that is the 
edition which I have used, where 
I find the p as I have given 


it above, and which is evidently the 
place to which my ancestor re 

in connection with the similar state- 
ment of Durandus, whose autho- 
rity is also cited by Hospinian, 88 
above. Ep.] 
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feasts of Christ’s Nativity and Epiphany at this season of 
the year, was chiefly to oppose the vanities and excesses 
which the Heathen indulged themselves in upon their Sa- 
turnalia and Kalends of January at this very time of the 
year. Nazianzen’s exhortation to his people on the Nativity of 
Christ 73 seems directly intended against them, when he thus 
endeavours to guard his auditory from running into the same 
abuses: ‘ Let us celebrate this festival, not after the way of 
the world, but in a divine and celestial manner; not minding 
our own things, but the things of the Lord; not the things 
that tend to make us sick and infirm, but those things which 
will heal and cure us. Let us not crown our doors with gar- 
lands, nor exercise ourselves in dances. Let us not adorn our 
streets, nor feed our eyes, nor gratify our ears with music, nor 
any of our senses, touching, tasting, smelling, with any of those 
things that lead the way to vice; and are the inlets of sin. 
Let us not effeminately adorn ourselves with soft clothing, nor 
jewels, nor gold, nor artificial colours invented to destroy the 
divine image in us. Let us not indulge rioting and drunken- 
ness, which are frequently attended with chambering and 
wantonness. Let us not set up our lofty canopies or tables, 


padhov de Trompay owepuaray trompa 


78 Orat. 38. in Theophaniam sive 
Ta yedpyia’ pr oT Badas wyynras m™- 


Natalem Christi. (t. 1. P. 614 c.) 


Totyapouy éoprdfaper, re) mayyyupt~ 
nas, dda Geixaos” HH Kogpuxds, GAN’ 
tweproopixws® pp) Ta Nuetépa, GhAa 
td Tou nperépou, padAov d€ ra ToU 
Aeonérov' pe) Ta THs do beveias, a\da 
ra ris larpeias’ pi) ra rijs midoews, 
GAS ra rijs dyandceas. “Eora be 
TOUTO TOS ; BN) wpdOupa orephavacw- 
wer, pI} xopors avornoapeia, pi) 
KOO Pho epLer ayvias, [7e)) oppOah pov 
doridorwpey, pi) dxoy Karavdnowper, 
pi Soppyow éxOpriveper, pi) yevow 
Karan oprevowpev, sy) apy xaptowpea 
Tais ®poxeiposs els kaxiay d80is, cal 
elacdars THs apaprias" py €oOnre pa- 
AaxsoGiper, Grady Te Kal mepippe- 
oven, xal fis rd kdAdoroy d dxpnoria® 
7 Albay Scavyeias, p Xpugov mept- 
ot, ps?) BP ated o iopace 
pévev rd puoixéy KddAos, ral 

cara THs elxdvos yc mgd Bi) Ka= 
pots cal peOas, ols xoitas cat aoeA- 
ycias ol8a cuvefevyuevas’ éreidy xa- 
cay diSacxddey Kaka Td pabnara’ 


fmpeba, oKyvoTraouyTEs TH yacrpi Ta 


™ms Opippews: By Tino wpey otvoy 
Tous avocpias, oyoroimy veias, 


piper TohureNeias" #1) yn Kai Gadac- 
oa THY Tiniay npty dm poy Swpodopei- 
reacay. Oure yap yw risGy oi8a Tpu- 
gry’ py Dros Bdov dxpacig viKGy 
orovda(aper’ dxpacia ‘yap épol way 
a) _Tepurroy nal umép Thy xpeiav' Kal 
Tavra Trewavreov @Xwy Kai Seopevenr, 
TOY Ek TOU avTOU mov Te kai kpdpa- 
Tos. "AAG ravTa pev "EAAnot rape- 
pev, kal ‘EAAnuexois xoprros Kal Travy- 
yopecuy’ of Kat Oeovs dvopafovar xvic- 
cats xaipovras, nat axodovOws rd Geior 
H yaotpi Geparevovar’ trovnpot movn- 
pov Batpdvor cal mhdorat, Kai puora- 

ol, kal wuoras Tvyxavorres. ‘Hyeis 
Bote Adyos rd mpooxuvoipevoy, kav 
rt O€n tpupir, éy Ady Tpuphowpey, 
cal beip vope, Kat Sinyjpact, Trois Te 
@ rus wat €€ Sy 7 mapovea ravn- 


yvpts. 
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providing delicacies for the belly; nor be enamoured with the 
fragrancy of wines, or niceties of cookery, and precious oint- 
ments. Let not sea and land present us with their precious 
dung, for that is the best name I can give their delights, nor 
let any of us strive to outdo one another in luxury and intem- 
perance. But let us leave these things to the Heathen, and 
to their heathenish pomps and festivals, who give the name of 
gods to those who delight in the smell of sacrifices, and agree- 
ably worship their deities with the belly, being wicked makers 
of wicked devils, and as wicked priests and worshippers of 
them. But let us, who worship the Word of God, place our 
delights in the divine law, and such discourses as are proper 
and agreeable to the present festival.’ 

Epipha- 6. As to Epiphany, they who observed it as a distinct festi- 

asa “+ val from the Nativity, did it chiefly upon the account of our 

Saviour’s baptism, and the appearing of the star which con- 
ducted the wise men of the East to come and worship our 
Saviour. To which some added two other reasons, that of our 
Saviour’s first miraele wrought at Cana in Galilee, when he 
turned the water into wine; and that other miracle of his 
feeding five thousand men with five loaves. All which are put 
together in one of the Sermons, which go under the name of 
St. Austin, upon this day. ‘On this day,’ says he74, ‘ we cele- 
brate the mystery of God’s manifesting himself by his miracles 
in human nature; either because on this day the star in heaven 
gave notice of his birth; or because he turned water into wine 
at the marriage-feast at Cana in Galilee ; or because he conse- 
crated water for the reparation of mankind by his baptism in 
the river Jordan; or because with the five loaves he fed five 
thousand men. For each of these contains the mysteries and 
joys of our salvation.’ Petrus Chrysologus’> and Eucherius 


74 Serm. 29. de Temp. [al. Ap- 


generis suo baptismo coneecravit; 
pend. Serm. 136.) (t. 5 append. 
i 


sive quod de quinque panibus quin- 


p. 244 a.) Hodie vero illud [scil. que millia hominum aatiavit. In 
sacramentum] colimys, quo se in quolibet horum salutis nostre mys- 
homine Deus virtutibus declaravit, teria continentur et gaudia. 


pro eo quod in hac die; sive quod in 
celo stella ortus sui nuntium pre- 
buit; sive quod in Cana Galilez in 
convivio nuptiali aquam in vinum 
convertit; sive quod in Jordanis 
undis aquas ad reparationem humani 


79 Serm. 157. de Epiphania ¢ 
Magis. (p. 221.) Per Epiphaniam 
Magi Christum Dominum muner- 
bus mysticis confitentur, &c. Per 
Epiphaniam Christus in  nuptis 
aquas saporavit in vinum, &c. Per 
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Lugdunensis’6 mention the three first reasons, but not the last. 
Pope Leo has eight Sermons upon this festival 77, in which he 
insists upon no other reason but the manifestation of Christ’s 
birth to the wise men, by the appearance of the star. St. 
Jerom7® on the other hand makes it to be celebrated chiefly 
in commemoration of our Saviour’s baptism, and the manifest- 
ation of him to t' e world by the voice that came from heaven, 
saying, “ Thou art my beloved Son, in thee I am well pleased.” 
[Luke 3, 22.] And the Greek writers commonly insist upon 
this reason. ‘Why, says Chrysostom79, ‘is not the day on 
which Christ was born called Epiphany, but the day on which 
he was baptized? Because he was not manifested to all when 
he was born, but when he was baptized. For to the day of his 
baptism he was generally unknown. As appears from those 
words of John the Baptist, ‘There standeth one among you, 
whom ye know not.” And what wonder that others should 
not know him, when the Baptist himself knew him not before 
that day. ‘For I knew him not,” says he, “ but he that sent 
me to baptize with water, the same said unto me, Upon whom 
thou shalt see the Spirit descending and remaining on him, the 
same is he that baptizeth with the Holy Ghost.”’ Gregory 
Nazianzen *° assigns the same reason for the observation of this 
festival: ‘This holy day of lights, to which we are come, and 
which we this day celebrate as a festival, had its original from 


the Epiphany. 


Epiph aniam Christus Jordanis undas 
aptisma nostrum consecratas 
intravit, &c. 

76 Hom. in Vigil. S. Andree. (ap. 
Bibl. Magn. Colon. Agripp. 1618. t. 

. 716 d. 11. sub nomine 
Bupebii G Gallicani. ) Tertia autem die 
nupee factse sunt, &c. 

Sermones in Epiphaniam, pp-25;5 
seqq. [Commencing at Serm. 31., 
according to the Ed. ai V -_ 
1753. (t. 1. pp. t1rseqq.) Ep. 

: ie In Ezek. 1. p. eer See before, 
s. 2. n. 46, preceding. 

79 Hom. 24. de Bapt. Christ. t. 1. 
P. 31I. (t. 2. p. 369. d.). . Tivos everev 
ouxi  Npépa, yy éréx6n, add’ 9 
neepa, = i, éBanricOn, Exupdvea 
A¢yerat ; ... . "Emesdy ov Gre ER 
rére waow “éyévero xarddn)os’ : 
Sve ¢Banricaro’ uéxpt yap ravrys 


Hyvoeiro THs Npepas rTois sroAAots. Kal 
ort y aurov of tro\Aol, kal ouK 
8ecav doris wore hv, dxovroy tov 
Barriorov "lwayvou Aeyovros, Méoos 
opor éornxev, dv ipets ovx oidare’ Kar 
ri Gavpacrov, ef of dAdo nryvdovy, 
Crovye | Kat airés 6 Barriarys auréy 
myvoet éws TIS nuepas éxeiyns; Kat 
yap eyo, now, ov. 7dev airy, GAN’ 
6 wéuwas pe Banrifew év vars, 
éxeivds pot etrev, Eq by dy dy idys ro 
Tvevpa raraBatvoy, cal pévov én’ av- 
Toy, obrds éorw 6 Banri{wy ev Ivev- 
pare ‘Ayt 
80 Ont. 39- (t. 1. p. 624 b.) * 

yap ayia rav dorov jyépa, eis f 
Ti neha, kal jy doprdfew ngudpe 
onpepoy, apxny pey rd Tov é€uou 
Xpiorov Barriopa \apBdvet, rov U dAr- 
Otvou s, Tov ovTros tayta 
dyOperroy épydpevoy els roy xéapor. 
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the baptism of Christ, “the true light that lighteth every 
man that cometh into the world.”’ In like manner Gregory 
Nyssen intitles his Sermon on the Baptism of Christ®!, A dis- 
course on the day of lights, on which our Lord was baptized. 
And Asterius Amasenus, speaking of the chief Christian festi- 
vals*2, says, ‘ We celebrate the Nativity, because at this time 
God manifested his divinity to us in the flesh. We celebrate 
the Feast of Lights, because by the remission of our sins [in 
baptism] we are brought, as it were, out of the dark prison of 
our former life, to a life of light and virtue.’ 

7. For baptism being generally called ¢Gs and ¢déricya, 
light and illumination, from the great and admirable effects 
consequent to it, this day, being the supposed day of our 
Saviour’s baptism, was thereupon styled “Hypa Para, or “Ayia 
Gra, the Day of Lights, or illumination or baptism. As ap- 
pears not only from the forementioned passages of Gregory Na- 
zianzen and Nyssen, but from several other Greek writersnote d 
by Suicerus *, who justly reproves Xylander and Pamelius for 
interpreting this day of lights Candlemas-day, because now it 
is usual in the Church of Rome to consecrate their wax candles 
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81 Orat. de Bapt. Christ. (t. 3. 
p- 366 d.) Titul. Ets zyv npépay 
tav porwr, ev €Banriabn 6 Kvptos 
pov. 

82 Hom. 4. in Fest. Kalend. ap. 
Combefis. Auctar. Nov. (p. 68 d. 3.) 
TeveOAta éopratopev, emedav Ta ev 
oapxi Oeoama kara routoy roy ypovoy 
edecLev nuiy 6 Oeds. Sora Tavnyvpw 
dyopev, eredav Ti TOY ayapTnuaToy 
adéoet, oloy é€x oxotewou tivds dec- 
BPetnpiov, Tov mpotrepou Biov, mpds 
uy dwrewvov Kai avevOuvvoy avayd- 

a. 

83 'Thes. Eccles. voce, Das. (t. 2. 
p. 1487. n.12.) Hine dies baptismi 
Christi vocatur nuepa trav date a 
Gregorio Nazianzeno, Orat. 39. pag. 
624.‘H ayia, x. r. A. [See n. 79, pre- 
ceding. ] Ipsius orationis titulus est : 
Eis ra dyta dara rev ’Emaviov 
Adyos. Nicetas ad hee: Baptismus 
LUMINUM nomine appellatur, quod 
purget et tllustret. Quo etiam fit, ut 
faces eo tempore in letitie signum 
accendamus. Ac principium quidem 
et causa hujus festt, baptismus Christi 
est. Id satis etiam perspicuum ex 


titulo Orationis Gregorii Nysseni in 
Baptismum Christi, tom. 3. pag. 366. 

See n. 80, preceding.] Pantoleon 

oc festum vocat Ta dy:a pera. Typi- 
cum: Eiénots rov aysaopov TH mapa- 
porn tav ayiey dorev. Cedrenus 
in Romano Lecapeno, pag. 509. 
“Pwpavos d€, ratrmoGeis ro Baciieg 
diadnpart, oréper nar’ abrny tiv 
nuEépay Tov ayiwy porwr cai ry éav- 
rou ov(vyov Geodmpay. Xylander in 
notis ad hunc locum: Dtem sacrorum 
luminum puto esse, quem alias Puri- 
ficationts Marie vocant, Leichtmess. 
Pamelius, in Epist. 34. Cypriani, 
num. 13. pag. 65. Festum etiam, quod 
hodie Purificationis, olim, teste Beda, 
“Yranavry dicebatur, celebrat Homilia 
de Luminibus, sive Secundis Epipka- 
niis, D. Gregortus Nazianzenus. Ea- 
dem aliorum etiam est  sententia. 
Sed nihil minus. Purificatio enim 
Virginis, Greecis “Yrayrn sive ‘Y:a- 
mavtn, secundo Februarii die cele- 
bratur : baptismi vero Christi festum, 
sexto Januariil, tam apud Grecos, 
quam Latinos celebratur, &c. 
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on this day, which is otherwise called the Purification of the 
Virgin Mary ; whereas there was no such festival in use in the 
Church in the time of Gregory Nazianzen and Nyssen, nor 
many years after them, until the reign of Justinian®*, when it 
was first instituted by the Greek Church, under the name of 
Hypapante. And therefore when Nazianzen, in another 
place ®>, brings in some giving this reason why they deferred 
their baptism ; one saying, ‘ Mévw ra dara, I stay till the Feast 
of Lights come ;’ another, ‘that he had a greater respect for 
Easter ;’? and a third, ‘ that he waited till the time of Pente- 
cost :’ it is plain, the Feast of Lights cannot signify the Puri- 
fication of the Virgin Mary, which was no solemn time of 
baptism, but Epiphany, on which the Greek Church allowed 
persons to be baptized, as one of the three solemn times of 
baptism, and that in regard to our Saviour’s baptism, which 
they called*® his Second Nativity, or Second Epiphany, when 
his divinity was more clearly manifested by the voice, which 
came from heaven, saying, “Thou art my beloved Son, in thee 
I am well pleased.” 
8. So that we may observe, that in the Greck Church in Celebrated 

one respect it was more taken notice of than even the Nativity eae 


itself; being allowed as one of the three solemn times of vals, and ir 
one respect 


84 [Vid. Suicer. Thes. Eccles. 
voce, Yrayr} sive ‘Yramavrn. (t. 2. 
p- 1374.) Institutum vero hoc festum 


phanits, in codice Divionensi, quem 
ad Virgilium ‘T'apsensem laudat Chif- 
fletius, &c. [See Ruffin’s Transla- 


sub Justiniano, &c.—See afterwards, 
ch. 8. 8. 5. of this Book for a fuller 
account and for authorities. Ep.] 

85 Orat. 40. de Bapt. (t. 1. p. 654 
a.) Td xat ro oxnrry, Kai mpohaci{y 
spoddcets év duaprias’ Mevw ra S0- 
ra, TO Ildoxa pot Typtmrepov, Thy 
Llevrnxoomy exdéfopas. 

86 Vid. Cotelerii Not. in Constit. 
Apost. 1. 5. c. 13. (vol. 1. p. 312. 
n. 30.) Epiphania divisa fuit in pn- 
mam et secundam. Due sunt autem 
Epiphania, ait Isidorus Originum, 
6,18: prima, in qua natus Christus 
pastorious Hebreorum angelo nuntt- 
ante apparuit: secunda, in qua ex 
Gentium populis stella indice presepis 
cunabula Magos adoraturos exhibuit. 
Cui partitioni suffragatur Ruffinus, 
dum Gregorii Nazianzeni Crationi 
39. titulum facit, De Secundis Epi- 


tion into Latin of Ten of Nazian- 
zen’s Orations, of which he himself 
speaks: (Hist. Eccles. 1. 11. (al. 2.] 
c. 9. (p. 249 im.) Ex quibus nos 

enas.... oratiunculas transfudimus 
in Latinum. The Title of this rare 
book, which is exstant at the British 
Museum (8632. i. 1.) in black letter, 
runs thus: Hi sunt in hoc codice 
libelli x Divi Gregorii Nazianzeni. 
Apologeticus, Liber 1. De Epipha- 
niis sive Natali Domini. De Lu- 
minibus, quod est De Secundis Epi- 
phaniis. At the beginning (page 
not numbered): Incipit de Luminsbus, 
id est, de Secundis Theophaniis. At 
the end: Ezplicit de Luminibus, quod 
est, de Secundis Epiphants Sancti 
Gregorii. Argentine, 1508. See the 
colophon. Ep.] 
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norenoted, baptism, which the Nativity was not. In the Latin Church 
sapere day indeed it wanted this privilege. For, as I have shown else- 
ater Aiea where 86, the Roman, French, and Spanish Churches for many 
olemn ges would allow of no other solemn times of baptism but only 
artes Easter and Pentecost, except in case of sickness and extremity. 
But the Greek and African Churches made Epiphany also a day 
of baptism; as appears not only out of the forementioned place 
of Nazianzen, but also out of Victor Uticensis®? and Johannes 
Moschus®* and the ancient Ritual called Zypicum Sabe®?. 
To which we may add what Chrysostom®™ says, ‘that in this 
solemnity, in memory of our Saviour’s baptism, by which he 
sanctified the nature of water, they were used at midnight to 
carry home water from the church, and lay it up, where it 
would remain as fresh and uncorrupt for one, two, or three 
years, as if it were immediately drawn out of any fountain. 
And Fronto Duczxus® observes the like custom in the Syriac 
Kalendar. published by Genebrard, upon this very day ; which 


argues it to be a peculiar rite of the Eastern Church. 
As to other things, the observation of this day was after the 


86 B.r1. ch. 6. 8.7. v. 4. p. 105 

87 De Persecut. Vandal. }. 2. (ap. 
Bibl. Max. t.8. p.683 a. 14.) Dies 
enim Epiphaniorum lucescebat, &c. 

83 Pratum Spirit. c. 214. (ap. Bibl. 


- Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p.1170 ad calc.) 


....In eo baptisterium est, quod in 
sanctis Epiphaniis sudat, &c.—See 
also b.11. ch. 6. 8.7. v. 4. p. I10. 
n.19., where ‘heodoret’s citation of 
the Typicum Monasterii Sancti Sabe 
is given. See also ibid. p. 111. n.20. 

89 (St. Sabas flourished anno 484. 
See Cave, Hist. Liter. (Basil. 1741. 
t. 1. p.457.) where thus: Scripsit 
Sabas in usum monasterii sui Typt- 
cum, sive Ordinem recitandi offictum 
ecclestasticum per totum annum, ca- 
pita 59 complectentem, qui in om- 
nibus monasteriis Hierosolymitanis 
mox obtinuit. Barbarorum incur- 
sionibus depravatum et pene deper- 
ditum Johannes Damascenus magno 
studio postea restituit et renovavit. 
Editum est hoc Sabe Typicum inter 
alios Grecorum libros ecclesiasticos, 
&c. Fuse de eo agit Leo Allatius 
Dissertat. 1. de Libr. Eccles. Gre- 
cor. p. 5, &c.—See also in the Typt- 


cum published at Venice in the 
1603, 1615, 1643. Consult the Se- 
cond of the Three Dissertations at 
the end of Cave, De Iabris et Offcits 
Ecclesrasticis, ad calc. t. 2. Disser- 
tat. p. 18. Ep.]} 

Hom. 24. de Bapt. Christ. t. 1. 
p- 311. (t. 2. p. 369 d.) Aca rot rovro 
kai pecovuxria Kata THY éopriy rav- 
my Gmavres vdpevoduevot oixade Ta 
vapara amoriOevrat, cat €is évtavToy 
OASKAnpov vAdrrovaw, are 8n o7- 
pepoy ayiacbervtrav trav vddray’ kai 
TO onpetov yiverat evapyes, ov da- 
POctpoperns trys trav vdaray éxeivywy 

VTEWS THO pANKEL TOU ypOvov, GAN’ eis 
euauroy oAdkAnpov kal dvo0 xat rpia 
moAXaxts €rn TOU ONLEpoY avrAnOevros 
akepaiov kai veapou peévorros, kal pera 
TowovTov xpdvoy Tols Apts Tay mryay 
eEapragbeiow vac ausAAwpevov. 

¥! In loc. p. 65. (Edit. Francofurt. 
1699. t. 6. append. p. 46 a.) Nota 
veterem Christianorum morem, cu- 
jus vestigium etiamnum restat in 
Kalendanio Syrorum apud Gene- 
brardum 6. Januarii, Ea nocte, in- 
quit, aqua consecratur in totum an- 
num. 
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same manner as that of the Nativity and other great festivals. 
For they had sermons and the communion on this day, and 
servants had liberty to rest from their bodily labour to attend 
the religious service of the day. In regard to which usage the 
author of the Constitutions gives this direction : ‘ Let servants 
rest from their labour on Epiphany, because on that day the 
divinity of Christ was declared, when the Father gave testimony 
to him at his baptism, and the Holy Ghost in the shape of a 
dove showed him to those that stood by, and heard the testi- 
mony that was given him.’ And though at first this day was 
not exempt from juridical acts and prosecutions at law; nor 
were the public games and shows forbidden for some time to 
be exhibited thereon: yet at length Theodosius Junior % gave 
it an honourable place among those days, on which the public 
games should not be allowed; forasmuch as men ought to put 
a distinction between days of supplication and days of pleasure. 
And Justinian9!, reciting one of the laws of Theodosius the 
Great, makes both the Nativity and Epiphany days of vacation 
from all pleadings at law, as well as from popular pleasures. 
And so it is in the Laws of the Visigoths>, published out of 
the body of the Roman laws by Reciswindus and other Gothic 
kings, and the old Gothic interpreter of the laws in the Theo- 
dosian Code%. From whence we may conclude, that this was 
become the standing rule and custom throughout both the Ro- 
man and the Visigoth dominions, to keep this festival of Epi- 
phany with great veneration ; neither allowing the courts to be 
open on this day for law, nor the theatre for pleasure. 
9. I have but one thing more to note, as it were by the way, Notice 

concerning this day: that they to whom the care of the Pas- “au!y 


given on 
chal cycle, or rule for finding out Easter, was committed, were Epiphany 


92 L.8. c.33. See before, s.3. bratur: uibus etiam predictis 

p. 285. the third part of n. 52, pre- gancticsicnis Me dicbus neque spectacu- 

ceding. —Vid. 1.5. c.13. See ibid. forum copiam reseramus. 

the second part of the same note. % L. 2. tit. 1. leg. t1., citante 
33 Cod. Theod. 1. 15 tit. 5. de Gothofredo ad Cod. Theod. 1. 2. 

Spectaculis, leg. 5. See before,ch.2. tit. 8. ley. 2. (t.1. P. 123. col. sinistr.) 


8. 4. 4. 2D. Idque ostendit, 

5 God" 1. a tit. 12. de Feriis, Fh L. 2. tit. 8. de Feriis, in Inter- 
leg. 7. (t. 4. p X08.) Dies etiam Na- beg legis 2. sub fin. (t.1. p. 121.) 
talis atque Epiphaniaran Christi, et Nec non et dies Natalis Domini 
quo tempore commemoratio Apo- nostri, vel Epiphanie, sine forensi 
stolicee Passionis, totius Christiani- strepitu volumus celebrari. 
tatis magistre, a cunctis jure cele- 
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pr cngpirenape obliged on or about the time of Epiphany to give notice what 
Easter in time Easter and Lent and all the moveable solemnities were to 
the ensuing be kept the ensuing year. The letters sent from the metro- 
= politan to the provincial bishops upon this occasion are com- 
monly called Epistole Paschales and Heortastice, Paschal 
and Festival Epistles, which are usually a short discourse 
upon some useful and important subject, closed with an 
intimation or notice of the day when Lent should begin, and of 
Easter-day, and Whitsunday. As those three Paschal Epistles 
of Theophilus, bishop of Alexandria, which were translated by 
St. Jerom, and are now among St. Jerom’s Works, and in 
the Bibliotheca Patrum®. Concerning which. and the rest of 
the same kind, Cassian% says, ‘It was an ancient custom in 
Egypt for the bishop of Alexandria, as soon as Epiphany was 
past, to send his circular letters to all the churches and mona- 
steries of Egypt, to signify to them the beginning of Lent and 
Easter-day.’ And there are some such of Dionysius, Atha- 
nasius, Cyril, Pope Innocent, and Leo’; and some orders 
of Councils %, that the primates of Provinces should send their 
Circular Letters to give timely notice of these things to the 


The festival of 


a4 [Juxt. Ed. Vallars. Verone, 
1734. Epp. 96, 98, too. t. 1. pp. 
5593 a i Ep rd ( 

aris, 1654. p- 79. (a 
Galland. t. 7. pp. 616, seq. ‘a r 

% Collat. 10. c. 2. (p. 383.) Intra 
fEgypti regionem mos iste antiqua 
traditione servatur, ut, peracto Epi- 
phaniorum die,.. epistole pontificis 
Alexandrini per universas dirigantur 
ecclesias, quibus initium Quadra- 
gesimz et dies Pasche non solum 
per civitates, sed etiam per universa 
monasteria significentur.—Conf. So- 
zomen. 1.8. c. 11. (v. 2. Pp. 340. 15.) 
Kat Gedrdos 8€ ravrns €xerOat m™s 
Bd£ns € év éxxAnoig mapexeAevoaro, kat 
€v emaToni, ve ef €Govs mrept ™s 
Tac xanias €oprys éypage, kal dow- 
parov xpyvat voew Tov Gedy eioryetro, 
cat avOpwrov oxnuatos adAdrptov. 

9 Innocent. Ep. 11. (CC. t. 2. p. 
1264 a.) De Ratione Paschali, &c.— 
Dionys. ap. Euseb. 1. 7. c. 20. (v. 1. 
P- 344. 12.).. "Ere nai ras hepopevas 
éopracrixas, x. Tr. A.—Athanas. Ep. 
Heortast. (t.1. part 2. p.767. )\—Cyril. 


Alexandr. Serm. 30. . 5. part 2. p- 
257, seqq.)—Leo. Ep. 93. al. 95. ad 
Episcop. Gall. eta : A ha ie, 
Cum in omnibus, & aps’ 

c. 136. [al. 135.] (‘. a p- ew 
Ta ypaderta, x. r. 

98 C. Arelatens.1.c. 1. (t. 1. p.1427 
c.) Primo loco de observatione Pas- 
che Dominice, ut uno die et uno 
tempore per omnem orbem a nobis 
observetur, et juxta consuetudinem 
literas ad omnes tu_ dirigas.—C. 
Carth. 3. c. 1. (t. 2. p. 1167 c.) Pla- 
cuit ergo in principio propter erro- 
rem, qui seepe solet oborini, ut om- 
nes African provinciz episcopi ob- 
servationem Paschalem ab ecclesia 
Carthaginensi curent accipere.—C. 
4. (ibid. p. 1173 d.) Adjicimus e- 
tiam de die Paschz nobis esse man- 
datum, ut de ecclesia semper Car- 
thaginensi... instruamur, et non 
sub angusto temporis bee —C. 
Carth. 5. c. 7. (ibid. p. 1216 d.) 
Placuit, ut dies venerabilis Pasche 
formatarum subscriptione omnibus 
intimetur. 
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several Churches under their jurisdiction. Particularly the 
fourth Council of Orleans %, speaking of the time of keeping 
Easter uniformly by the Paschal Laterculus, or Table, made 
by Victorius, (Victor they call him,) say, ‘The bishops of 
France shall every year on the day of Epiphany give notice of 
the time when the festival is to be kept in their churches. 
And if any doubt arise about the time, they shall have recourse 
to their metropolitan, and he to the apostolical see for resolu- 
tion.’ And this leads us to the consideration of the next great 
festival, which was that of Easter. 


the Epiphany. 


CHAP. V. 
Of Easter, or the Paschal festival. 


1. In speaking of the Paschal solemnity, I shall here only The Pas- 

consider that part of it which was properly festival. For we sr radu 
are to know, the Ancients commonly included fifteen days in ciently reo- 
the whole solemnity of the Pasch, that is, the week before peer 
Easter Sunday, and the week following it: the one of which the whole 
was called Pascha cravpdéomoy, the Pasch of the cross, and he hie abi 
the other, Pascha dvactdowpov, the Pasch of the resurrection. week fer 
Suicerus? will furnish the learned reader with examples of sunday. 
both. The general name Pascha, which is of Hebrew extract 
from Pesach, which signifies the Passover, will comprise both. 
For the Christian Passover includes as well the passion as the 
resurrection of our Saviour, who is the true Paschal Lamb, or 
Passover, that was sacrificed for us. And, therefore, though 
our English word, Kaster, be generally used only to signify 
the resurrection, yet the ancient word, Pascha, was taken in 
a larger sense, to denote as well the Pasch of the crucifixion, 
as the Pasch of the resurrection. 


And for this reason the Ancients commonly speak of the 


99 C. 1. (t.5. p. 381 e.) Placuit ut 
sanctum Pascha secundum Later- 
culum Victoris ab omnibus sacer- 
dotibus uno tempore celebratur. 
Que festivitas annis singulis ab epi- 
scopo Epiphaniarum die in ecclesiis 
denuntietur. De qua solemnitate 
guoties aliquid dubitatur, inquisita 
vel agnita per metropolitanos a sede 
apostolica sacra constitutio tenea- 


tur.—C. Antissiodor. in vocibus, ’A- 
yaoraots et Sravpwoipos, c. 2. (ibid. 
p- 957 e.) Ut omnes presbyteri ante 
Epiphaniam missos suos dirigant, 
qui eis de principio Quadragesime 
nuntient, et in ipsa Epiphania ad 
popului indicent. 

Thes. Eccles. (t. 1. p. 304, et 
t. 2. p. 1014.) vocibus, "Avagraots 
et Sravpwoipos. 
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Pasch as containing fifteen days in its solemnity, including the 
week of the passion, together with that of the resurrection. 
Thus in one of the laws of Theodosius?, where he decrees what 
days shall be days of vacation from all business of the law, he 
reckons into the number of them the holy days of the Pasch, 
seven going before, and seven following after. And Gothofred, 
in his learned commentary upon the place, says, ‘that both 
Papianus in his Body of Laws?, collected by him out of the 
Roman for the use of the Burgundians, and Anianus, in his 
Collection for the use of the Visigoths‘, keep to the same 
phrase of fifteen Paschal days.’ To which we find also a plain 
reference made by St. Austin, in a sermon* preached by him 
on the Dominica in Albis, or Sunday following Easter-day, 
wherein he thus addresses himself to his audience : ‘ The days 
of vacation are now over, and those of convening, exactions, 
and lawsuits succeed in their room. Take care, my brethren, 
how ye spend these days. From the vacation of the foregoing 
days ye ought to learn meekness, not to meditate subtle 
devices : for some men rest on those days only to plot wicked- 
ness, which they may practise when the festival-days are over. 
We desire you may so live, as they that are to give account to 
God, not only of those fifteen days, but of their whole life.’ 
And Scaliger® mentions a law of Constantine, wherein the 
Paschal weeks, the one before, the other after the Pasch, are 
ordered to be days of vacation from all proceedings at law. 
But because the former of these Paschal weeks belongs to the 
Lent-fast, we will consider it under that head, and here only 
speak of the Paschal solemnity as it was properly festival. 

2. Now concerning this there were anciently very great dis- 
Phe Chi Church putes in the Church. Though all agreed in the observation of 


Great - 


2 Cod. Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de Fe- edit. t. 10. p. 811. [al. Serm. 239.] 


nis, leg. 2. (t. 1. p. 121.) Sanctos 
quoque Pasche dies, qui septeno 
vel precedunt numero, vel sequun- 
ae in eadem observatione numera- 


"s Lib. Responsor. tit. 12. (ibid. 
p- 124. col. sinistr.) Sed et Pa Je 
anus, &c. Paschalibus etiam quin 
cim eee 

es Visigoth. ]. 2. tit. 1. leg. 
II. week 


5 Serr, Ig. ex 40. a Sirmond. 


(t. 5. p. 1064 b.) Peracti sunt dies 
feriati: succedent jam illi conventio- 
num, exactionum, litigiorum,.. 
Petimus vos, ut ita vivatis, tanquam 
qui Deo rationem reddituros vos 
sciatis de tota vita, non de solis istis 
quindecim diebus. 

6 De Emendatione Temporum, 
1.7. (p. 776 a. 6. ) Tas Hacyadias dv0 
éBdopnadas ampaxrous reheiy, Thy Te 
mpd tov Idoxa xal rhy per’ aurd. 
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n general, yet they differed very much as to the particular concerning 
1e when it was to be observed; some keeping it precisely on Poesia Na 
> same stated day every year, others on the fourteenth day serving it 
the first moon in the new year, whatever day of the week q. apa 
at happened to fall upon: others deferring it to the first year. 
inday after the first full moon; and those often differing in 

e Sunday on which they celebrated it by the difference and 

riety of their calculations. Epiphanius’ says, some of the 
aartadecimans in Cappadocia always kept their Pasch on the 

rhth of the Kalends of April, that is, the twenty-fifth of March, 
etending certain information from the Acts of Pilate, that that 

is the day of our Saviour’s passion ; yet other copies of those 

sts said the sixteenth [fifteenth] of the Kalends of April, 

at is, the seventeenth of March. The Christians of Gaul 

30, till the time of Pope Victor, if Bede® may be credited, 

pt their Pasch always on the eighth of the Kalends of April, 

at is, the twenty-fifth of March, taking that to have been the 

yy of our Saviour’s resurrection. Bede cites the authority of 
neophilus, bishop of Cesarea®, and the Synod held under 

m for this. But considering that Irensus, bishop of Lyons, 

ho lived in the time of Pope Victor, says no such thing of 

e French Churches, but the contrary, that they fixed their 

aster to no certain day, but kept it as other Western 
hurches did, on the Sunday following the fourteenth day of 

e moon, it is more likely that Bede was imposed upon by 

me spurious Epistle of Theophilus and false Act of his Synod, 

hich charged the Gallican Churches with what they were not 

ally guilty of. 


7 Her. so. Tessares. 8. Quarta- 


cim. n. I. (t.1. p- 420 a.) “Erepot vino 


ef airéy y auriy play 7 nuép ay 
‘ovres, Kai i auriy play qpepay 
orevorres, cal rd pvornpia emre- 
wrres, ard ray” Axroy onGev Th:Ad- 
v abyovot Thy dxpiBeay eipnxévat, 
ols eupéperat, TH 17pd Gxra Kaday- 
iy “AmpiXiov roy ) Zornpa werrov0e~ 
a* Kat ey exeivy TH npépg BovAovrat 
vy To Ildoxa, droig 3 dy éunréon 
recoaperxaidendry Hs oeAnyns .. 

ve O¢ eupo y avriypada ¢ crave Tlie 
irov, €y ob eapalea mpo Sexanevre 


cor ohiags *AmpiXiov 1d wabos yeye- 


8 De Ratione Temporum, c. 45. 
(t. 2. p. 89 89.) Nam Galli quacunque 
= 8 Kalend. Aprilis fuisset, quan- 

Christi resurrectio fuisse trade- 
en Pascha semper celebrabant. 

9 De Acquinoctio Vernali. t. 3. p. 
232. gy eetiagen 4. 8. 4. p. 286. 
Dn. ee the fragmentum super 
Siok Paschali in Gallandius, 
t. 2. p.162. This Theophilus flou- 
rished about the year 196. Ep.] 
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Others ob- 3. However, we are sure that in the second century there 
wh te” happened a great dispute between the Asiatic Churches and 
Jews,on the rest of the world concerning this day. Pope Pius!°, who 
teenth dey lived about the year 147, had made a decree that the annual 
Of the nat. 20lemnity of the Pasch should be kept only on the Lord’e-day; 
ever day of and, in confirmation of this, he pretended ‘ that Hermes, his 
re brother,’ who was then an eminent teacher among them, ‘had 
penedupon. received instruction from an angel, who commanded that all 
men should keep the Pasch on the Lord’s-day.’ Yet, notwith- 
standing this, the Asiatics kept to their ancient custom, and 
Polycarp, bishop of Smyrna, came to Rome to confer with 
Anicetus upon it. They could come to no agreement upon the 
time; for Anicetus could not persuade Polycarp!! to alter a 
custom which he had observed with St. John the Apostle, and 
the rest of the Apostles of the Lord, with whom he had lived 
and familiarly conversed. Neither could Polycarp persuade 
Anicetus to recede from a custom which he had received from 
the elders that were before him. Yet they continued to com- 
municate with each other, and Anicetus did Polycarp the ho- 
nour to let him consecrate the eucharist in his church: and so 
they parted from each other in peace; all Churches, as well 
those that observed it on the Lord’s-day as those that did not, 
still agrecing to preserve Christian peace and communion one 
with another. 

Not long after the death of Polycarp, the controversy was 
revived again at Laodicea, upon which Melito, bishop of Sardis, 
wrote his two books De Paschate, wherein he defended the 
opinion of the Asiatics; as is evident from the testimony and 
character which not long after Polycrates, bishop of Ephesus, 


10 Pii Ep. 1. (CC. t.1. p. 562 a.) 
.... Herme angelus Domini in ha- 
bitu pastoris apparuit, et precepit 
ei, ut Pascha die Dominico ab om- 
nibus celebraretur. 

11 Ep. ad Victor. ap. Euseb. 1. s. 
C. 24. (Vv. 1. p. 249. 5.) Otre yap é 
’Avixnros roy TloAvKxaprroy meioat €dv- 
yaro py typeiv, Gre peta ‘Iwavvov, 
rov pa@nrov Tov Kupiov nydy, xai 
Trav AoiTav "AroordéAwy, ois cuvdte- 
tpiyev, del rernpnxdra’ obre pev 6 
Tlodvnapros roy "Avixyroy éreice T- 


petv, Aéyovra rH» cumOecay ray spo 
avrov mpeaBSurepay opeinew xariye 
Kal Tovrwy ouTws €ydvTwy, éxowwurt- 
way éaurois’ kat €v TH éxxAnoig mape- 
xopycey 6 ’Avixnros thy evxapiotiay 
ro [loAvxapr@ Kat’ évrpomny dndove- 
Tl, kal per’ eipnyns am aAAnAwy annd- 
Adynoavy.—|‘The Fragments of Me- 
lito are to be found in the second 
part of the first volume of the Bibli- 
otheca Maxima, as well as in Gal- 
landius, t.1. p.677. Ep.] 
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gives of him. For when the dispute was set on foot again by the 
fierceness of Pope Victor, Polycrates!2 wrote to him, and told him, 
‘they observed the Pasch on the fourteenth day of the moon, as 
it had been kept and handed down to them by St. Philip the Apo- 
stle who died at Hierapolis, by St. John the Apostle who died at 
Ephesus, by Polycarp bishop of Smyrna, by Thraseas the martyr, 
bishop of Eumenia, by Sagarias the martyr, bishop of Laodicea, 
by Papirius, by Melito bishop of Sardis, and by many others, 
whose custom was to celebrate the Pasch on the same day that the 
Jews were wont to put away their leaven.’ This did not satisfy 
Pope Victor, but he, in a great paroxysm of intemperate zeal, 
immediately excommunicated ‘all the Asiatic Churches, and 
sent his Circular Letters to all Churches that were of his 
opinion, that they should hold no communion with them. But 
this rash and bold act of his was ill resented by all wise and 
sober men of his own party, several of whom wrote sharply to 
him, advising him rather to take such measures and resolutions 
as were proper to preserve charity, unity, and peace among 
the Churches. Particularly Irensus!®, whose nature, by what 
the Greeks call pheronymy, corresponded to his name, being 
of an trenical or pacific temper, wrote to him in the name of 
the Church of Gaul, and in a decent manner admonished him 
‘not to excommunicate whole Churches of God for observing 
an ancient custom, which they had received by tradition from 
their ancestors: forasmuch as that there had been disputes of 
old in the Church, not only about the day, but about the man- 
ner of the fast preceding it; some fasting one, some two, some 
more days; yet all these kept peace one with another, as we 
now do, and the difference in the manner of fasting only com- 
mended their unanimity in the faith.’ He added, ‘that Poly- 
carp and Anicetus, though they could not agree upon the 
point, yet parted friends, and continued to communicate with 


12 Ap. Euseb. 1. 5. C, 24. (v. I. vas re, cal vuKTe puns oupperpotot 

B. : 243- 14.) Hag oty dpadioupyn- rv juépay airéy. Kal Tovavry per 

»KTA. motndla Toy éreTnpourrwy, ov yup 

is is Tho. Hi ibid. ( - 245. 21.) ép nav yeyoviia, aAAd cal: modu 

pdvoy mepi THs Nuépas éorly mpérepov em tov po nay’ .... Kal 

Y) ae Birrnoss, ada kal sept Tou oudey €Xarroy mavres ovros elpivev- 

eBous abrov ris oreias. ol pev ody re, xal eipnvevoper mpos adAn- 

yap olovra: piay jyépay Beiy atrovs Aous* Kai  Stapevia rhs woreias 

morevew’ of de bv" ol 8 xai mheio- Thy dpdvotay ris wicrews ouvicTnas. 
vas’ of O¢ reocapdxoyra Spas nuept- Grischov. 
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each other, notwithstanding this difference,’ as has been related 
before. 

Athanasius!‘ also tells us further, that the Churches of 
Cilicia, Mesopotamia, and Syria, were in the same sentiments 
with the Asiatic Churches in his time: though it 1s a dispute 
between Bishop Usher !> and Valesius!6, whether they were s0 
originally ; for Valesius will not allow that they were so in the 
time of Pope Victor. However, we see there were many great 
and famous Churches which kept their Pasch on the fourteenth 
day of the moon, with the Jews, and that as a custom received 
by tradition from St. Philip and St. John the Apostles. Nei- 
ther were they induced by the menaces of Pope Victor to alter 
their custom, but continued it to the time of the Council of 
Nice, anno 324. About which time, Constantine being very 
desirous to compose this difference in the Church, sent Hosius, 
bishop of Corduba, first into the East, as Sozomen 7 relates, to 


14 Ep. ad African. tit. 1. p. 933. 
(t. 1. part. 2. p. 713 b.) Ol xara Su- 
play, xal Kidcxiay, kai Mecororapiay 
Scehavouy mpos nuas, cal r—p Kaipg, 
éy @ Trotovory ot lovdatot, eroiouy Kat 
avroi.—De Synod. Arimin. et Se- 
leuc. p. 872. (ibid. p. 574 . . 5.) 
Oi pév yap amd rns Zupias, at Kede- 
xias, kat Mecororapias €y@Xevov Trepi 
Thy éoptny, Kal peta Trav ‘lovdaiwr 
émoiovy ro Tldcyxa. 

15 De Epistolis Ignat. c. 9. (Co- 
tel. v. 2. p. 204.) Admisso autem 
ab omnibus communiter Judaico 
isto calculo; alii Pascha cravpact- 
pov die primo azymorum, in quam- 
cunque septimane feriam ille inci- 
disset, lugendo et jejunando obser- 
vabant ; eoque transacto jejunium 
solvebant, ut ex Chrysostomi ora- 
tione intelligimus, adversus eos ha- 
bita, qui primo Pascha jejunabant : 
alii jejunium usque ad proximam 
Dominicam continuantes, in ea 
Pascha dvaordoipov cum gaudio et 
festivitate celebrabant. Prior con- 
suetudo, in ecclesiis non solum 
Asie proprie dicts, quod ex contro- 
versia, cum eis hac de re a Victore 
Romano episcopo habita, notum est, 
sed etiam Syriz, Mesopotamie, et 
Cilicia, ut ex Athanasii Libro de 
Synodis et Epistola ad Africanos 


colligitur, obtinuit: posterior in 
Romana, Alexandrina, et aliis ec- 
clesiis est ta, &c. 

16 In Euseb. 1]. 5. c. 23. (v.1. 
pte n. 2.) Jacobus Usserius m 

legomenis ad Ignatii Epistolas, 
c. 9. scribit, Asianos, qui primo 
azymorum die cum Judeis Pascha 
celebrabant, eum diem cum luctu 
ac jejunio transegisse, eoque demum 
transacto one Quadragesimale 
solvisse. Verum huic sententiz re- 
fragatur Eusebius, qui diserte affir- 
mat Asianos die 14. primi mensis, 
quamvis non esset Dominica, finem 
statuisse Quadragesimee. Quod vero 
Usserius affert Chrysostomi testi- 
monium, meo quidem judicio ejus 
sententiam nihil adjuvat. Nam 
Chrysostomus in Oratione illa Ad- 
versus eos qui primo Pascha jejunant, 
invehitur adversus quosdam Quar- 
tadecimanos, qui 14. lunze cum Ju- 
deis Pascha celebrabant, eoque die 
one ac mysteria celebrabant ; 
id enim proprium erat Quartadeci- 
manorum, ut in eorum heeresi tradit 
Epiphanius. Verum priscos Asianos 
ita fecisse, nec Chrysostomus, nec 
alius quisquam dixit. 

7 L. 1. c. 16. (v. 2. p. 34. 22.) 
Nopioas re SuvacOat mpoxaradafew 
Td xaxoyv, mpy eis wAElous yopneat, 
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try if he could bring the dissenting party to an unanimity with 
the rest of their brethren. But failing of his design, he after- 
wards proposed the matter to the Council of Nice, where a 
decree was made, that the holy feast of the Pasch should be 
kept on one and the same day by all, as appears from one of 
Constantine’s Epistles to the Bishops who came not to the 
Synod, which is recorded by all the historians'®. Not long 
after this the Council of Antioch'9, anno 341, made a more 
peremptory decree, that all who presumed to disannul the de- 
termination made by the holy and great Council of Nice con- 
cerning the Paschal festival, should be excommunicated and 
~ east out of the Church, if they persisted contentiously to op- 
pose what was there decreed. The like canons had been made 
several times before; but none so peremptory as this. 
Eusebius» mentions abundance of synods in the time of 
Pope Victor, which determined with him that the Resurrection- 
pasch ought only to be kept on the Lord’s-day ; but they did 
not excommunicate any that opposed them; but rather, as 
Sozomen?! relates, mutually tolerated one another in their dif- 
ferent observations. The first Council of Arles likewise 22, be- 


pt@dous Taoya, axorvwrnrous Kai airo- 


wet dvipa roy apd avrdv wiore 
BAnrous etvat rhs exxAnotas, et emtpue- 


we 
J > e o € a a 
cat Bip ewionpov, kai rais umép rov 


Odyparos dpodoyias ev rois mpdabev 
xpéwas evdoxipnxdra, StaddAdfovra 
sous ey Alyurre da 1rd ddéypa ora- 
oidf{orras, cai rovs mpos €w rept riy 
€opriy Siadepouévous’ fv 8€ otros 
“Oasos 6 KopSou8ns éxioxoros. 

18 Theodor. 1. 1. c. 10. (v. 3. p. 34.) 
Hetpay AaBay, x.r..—Socrat. 1. 1. 
c. 9. (Vv. 2. p. 92. 12.) Ileipay \a- 
Boy, x. +. X.—Sozom. 1. 1. ¢. 21. 
(ibid. p. 40. 16.) Kat ddAas 8€ xara 
wéluy emoarodas Seréuaro, x.T. dX. 
—[ Conf. ibid. c. 25. (p. 42. 43.) 

jaa € woody Kal rois BR} mapouct 
ta éy t7 ratwpOwpeva, K.T.A. 
Ep. ]—Euseb. de Vit. Constant. 1. 3. 
c. 14. (v. I. p. 585. 4.) ‘Os dudda- 
poy, K. T. A. 

19 (In Enceniis,] c. 1. (t. 2. p. 
561 a.) [dvras rovs roApavras rrapa- 
Avew rov Gpoy rhs aylas cat peydAns 
aovvddev, Tis éy Nexaia ovyxpornOei- 
ons ent mapovcia rns evoeBeias Tov 
Geodudeorarov Baotkéws Kovorarri- 
pou, wept Tis ayias doptis rod cwrTn- 

BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


vouey Didoveikorepoy evrordapevot mpos 
ra xadas Sedoypeva. 

2 Lis. c. 23. (v. 1. p. 242. II.) 
Svvo8o: kat cuvxpornces emoxdmroy 
émi fr aurdv éyivovro’ mavres Te pug 

vopun Oo: éemcoroday exxAnoiwoTiKdy 
pa rois mavraxéce dservrovvrro, 
ws dy pr 3 év GAn wore rhs Kuptaxns 
nHéepa Td THS €k vEXpGY avaoTdcEws 
emtreAoiro rou Kupiou puornptoy. 

at L. 7. c. 19. (v. 2. p. 306. 25.) 
Ere’ yap ol mpds 8vow lepeis ove 
@ovro Seiy TavAov xat Heérpouv rip 
mapadoow ariuatew of 8é éx ths 
*Agias, "Iwavyy rp Evayyedtory dxo- 
Aovbeiv loyupi{ovro’ rovro Kowy o6- 

av, €xacrot ws eiwbecay €opracorres, 
THs mpos odds Kowvovias ovUK éxw- 
pioOncayv’ etnfes yap xal pada d- 
Kaiws oréNaBoy, ebay evexey GAAnAwY 
xopifer Oa, rept ra xaipta ras Opno- 
reias ounpwvorrrtes. 


22 C.1. See before, ch. 4. 8. 9. 
p. 298. n. 98. 
x A 
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fore the Council of Nice, anno 314, had given in charge, that 
the Pasch of the Lord’s resurrection should be observed uno 
die et tempore per omnem orbem, at one time and on one and 
the same day throughout all the world. But they added no 
such penalty of excommunication to be inflicted on those that 
observed the contrary custom. The only rule which pressed 
the observation with severity was one of the Apostolical 
Canons*, supposed to be made by some Eastern Council about 
the time of Pope Victor, which says, ‘If any presbyter or 
deacon keep the day of the holy Pasch before the vernal equi- 
nox with the Jews, let him be deposed.’ Yet this at most only 
affected the clergy. But when the great Council of Nice had 
once undertaken to determine this matter, such a deference 
was thought proper to be paid to her decree, as that it was 
reputed a schismatical act, and worthy of ecclesiastical censure, 
for any one to oppose it. And therefore from this time the 
opposers of the decree are commonly censured either as heretics 
or schismatics, as may be seen in the Canons of Laodicea™, 
and the first Council of Constantinople2?5, and the accounts 
which St. Austin2® and Epiphanius?’ give of the ancient here- 
tics, where they are condemned under the names of Quartade- 
cimani, and Tessarescedecatite, and Audiani, with a parti- 
cular reason given for their condemnation. For St. Austin® 
notes out of Epiphanius, ‘that the Audians were condemned 
not so much for their opinion in this point, as for their pervi- 
caciousness in making a disturbance and schism in the Church 


23 C, 8. (al. 7.] (Cotel. (ce. 5:] 
Vv. 1. p. 437.) El ms émioxoros fh 
mpeaBurepos f Sidxovos THY ayiay Tov 
Ilaoya nuepay mpd ris €apiyns ionpe- 
pias pera lovdaiwy émredéoet, xabat- 
petoOw. 

24C. 7. (t. I. p. 1497 8.) Mepi 
Tov, rovs €x ray alpécewy, rouT éaTi, 
Navariavav, #ror Pwrewmavar, 7 Teo- 
capeoxadexariray, emorpepopevous, 
k.T. A. 

25 C.7. (t.2. p.g5ta.) "Apecavovs 
pey xal Maxedomavors .... Kat Tous 
Teooapecxatdexartiras, x. T,X. 

26 We Heres. c. 29. (t. 8. p. 10 e.) 
—Ibid. c. 50. (ibid. 18 b.) Vadianos, 
quos appellat Epiphanius, &c. [ Vid. 
Annot. Ed. Bened. in loc. (p. ead.) 


Floriacensis Codex hoc tantum loco 
habebat Adianos: nam supra in In- 
diculo operi prefixo cum ceteris 
MSS. prefert Vadtanos. Predesti- 
nus in Augiensi Codice Valdianos 
constanter vocat, iis duobus locis, 

uibus Sirmondus Audianos edidit. 
le revera dicuntur Avd:apoi. 

D. 

27 De Heres. 30. [al. 50. ] Quarta- 
dec. (t. 1. Pp. 419 Cc.) and Heer. 70. 
Audian. See n. 29, following. 

28 De Heres. c. 50. (ibid. p.18c.) 
Eos autem separasse se, dicit Epi- 
phanius, a communione nostra, cul- 
pando episcopos divites, et Pascha 
cum J adeeie celebrando. 
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upon it. For ‘they would not hold any communion with their 
own bishops, nor with any that did not keep the Pasch at the 
same time that the Jews did.’ Epiphanius29 gives a large 
account of them, and says, ‘ they railed at the Council of Nice 
for introducing a new custom in compliance with Constantine’s 
humour, and made a separation in the Church; upon which 
Constantine banished Audius their leader into Gothia or Scy- 
thia, because he drew many away from the Church into a 
separate communion.’ 

The case was now very different from what it was in the 
time of Pope Anicetus and Victor, when Polycarp and Poly- 
crates kept their Pasch at a different time from the rest’ of the 
world, but still made no division in the Church, but lived in 
peace and communion with those that differed from them. 
And this no doubt was the reason why the Audians, or new 
Quartadecimans, were treated with such severity both by the 
Church and State above the old ones, because they pervica- 
ciously carried their dissent into a schism, and made a formal 
rupture in the communion of the Church. And for this reason 
the imperial laws were often very severe upon them. Theo- 
dosius the Great, in one of his laws®°, ranks them with the 
Manichees, forbidding their conventicles, confiscating their 
goods, rendering them intestate, and liable also to capital 
punishment. In like manner, Theodosius Junior?! ranks the 
Sabbatians and Protopaschit#, which were new denominations 
of the Quartadecimans, taken up in his time, among the Mani- 
chees, Cataphrygians or Montanists, Arians, Macedonians, 
Eunomians, Novatians, and makes them all liable to the same 
general punishments inflicted by the laws. And more parti- 


29 Her. 7o. Audian. n. 9. (t. 1. 
p. 821 a.) Saoxovres ard Kovoray- 
riou [lege, Kavoravrivov. Petav. in 
marg. da ri mpds rdv Baciréa 
Gynoi mpocwnodAniay xarade\oirare 
Tay Tey taTépwv wept rov Iacyxa 
doprns axodovblay, cai rhy nyépay 
perndAdakare els rd xaOyjxoy tov Ba- 
ohéws.—( Ibid. n. 14. (p. 827 a.) 
“Ywéorn 3¢ xal éfopiay airs 5 yépev 
Avdwos eis ta pépy ris Sxvias, ord 
tov Bacréas cEopiobeis 81a 1d adn- 
md(ew Naovs, xai Ure rev émioxdéreov 

» Bacwet avevéxOn. Ep.]—Vide 

sostom. Hom. 52. In eos, qui 


Pascha jejunant. t. 5. p. 706. [Ed. 
Bened. Cont. Judzos, Hola. 2 (t. 
1. p.609b.) Tpraxdcoroe warepes, f xal 
mielous, ets THY BiOuvay yapay cuved- 
Odvres, ravta évopobérnaay’ Kal may- 
tas ariuaces éxelvous; x.T. A. 

30 Theod. 1. 16. tit. 5. de 
Hereticis, leg. 9. (t. 6. p.124.)... 
Quicunque in unum Pasche diem 
non obsequenti religione convene- 
rint, tales indubitanter, quales hac 
lege damnavimus, habeantur. 

$1 Ibid. leg. 59. (p. 182.) Mani- 
chei et Phryges .... Ariani itidem, 
Macedonianique et Eunomiani, &c. 
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cularly in two other laws*2, he styles them ‘execrable men, 
who, being a spawn of the Novatians, were not content to be 
in the common herd, but set up a new sect called Proto- 
paschites, because they kept the Pasch before other Christians, 
and pretended that their way was the true primitive and 
original institution.’ These he condemns ‘to be both confis- 
cated and banished,’ and says ‘they deserved a more severe 
punishment, because they exceeded other heretics in madness, 
worshipping in a manner another Christ, by keeping the Pasch 
at another time, and after a different manner than all orthodor 
Christians.’ 

I remember no other place at present that mentions the 
Protopaschites by name but only this law ; but it is plain they 
were one of the worst sort of Quartadecimans, who had made 
& new separation from the Novatian schismatics upon this 
question about the Paschal festival. For some of the Nova- 
tians in one of their synods at Pazus, in Phrygia, had made 4 
decree, mentioned by Socrates, that Easter ought to be Kept 
with the Jews, which occasioning a new dispute among then, 
(for the old Novatians at Rome and Constantinople were of s 
different opinion,) Marcianus, the Novatian bishop of Constan- 
tinople, called another synod at Angarus, in Bithynia, where 
to end the controversy and lay it asleep they made a new 
canon, called the d3:apopov, which was, that the matter should 


82 Cod. Theod. lib. 16. tit. 6. Ne 


corum vesaniam superet, qui alio 


sanctum baptisma iteretur, leg. 6. 
(t. 6. p. 200.) Illud etiam, quod a 
retro principibus dissimulatum, et 
in injuriam sacre legis ab execran- 
dis hominibus agitatur, et ab iis 
potissimum, qui Novatianorum col- 
legio desertores et refugee, auctores 
se quam potiores (al. portiones] me- 
morate secte haberi contendunt, 
quibus ex crimine nomen est, cum 
se Protopaschitas appellari deside- 
rent, inultum esse non patimur. 
Sed si alio die Novatiani, quam quo 
Orthodoxorum antistites predican- 
dum ac memorabilem in seculis 
diem Paschze duxerint celebran- 
dum, auctores illius conventionis 
deportatio pariter ac proscriptio sub- 
sequatur: contra quos etiam acrior 
poena fuerat promulganda: si qui- 
dem hoc delictum etiam hereti- 


tempore, quam quo Orthodoxi, Pas- 
che festivitatem observantes, alium 
pene Dei filium, non quem coli- 
mus, venerantur.—Ibid. tit. ro. de 
Paganis, leg. 24. (p. 295.) ...- Eos, 
qui omnibus herreticis hac una sunt 
persuasione pejores, quod in vene- 
rabili die Pasche ab omnibus dis- 
sentiunt, si in eadem amentia perse- 
verant, eadem pcena mulctamus, bo- 
norum proscriptione atque exsilio. 

33 LL. 4. ¢. 28. (v. 2. p. 251. 2.)..- 
Suvodov yap Tlalp noun, €vOa rov 
Zayyapiov worapou eloww al mnyai, 
moimnoavres GAtyot Tivés Kat ovK edon- 
po Tay wept Ppvyiay Navartarey 
érioxotot, Gpov éxpépovow, sore 
"Iovdaious eénitnpeiv, srovouvras ta 
“ACupa, kai avy abrots Thy rou aca 
emredew €oprny. 
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be tndifferent, and that both parties might keep the feast 
their own way, and not break communion upon it. But Sab- 
batius, a fierce man among them, would not yield to this, but 
said 44 the decree of the synod of Pazus ought to be observed, 
and that the Pasch ought to be observed after the manner of 
the Jews. And upon this he made a new separation among 
the Novatians, and headed the Protopaschites, who from him 
were called Sabbatians. 

It appears also from Chrysostom > that these Protopaschites 
were gone further into the Jewish notions about the Pasch 
than the rest of the Quartadecimans; for they asserted, that 
It was necessary to observe the Jewish Azyma, and keep the 
fast as the Jews did when the Pasch was over. For Sabbatius 
himself was originally a Jew, and retained a tincture of Judaism 
when he professed the Christian religion, as Socrates notes in 
the forementioned place. So they kept a feast with the Jews, 
when the Christians fasted on the Passion-day, (as Chryso- 
stom36 charges them,) and fasted on Easter-day, when the 
Christians kept their festival in memory of the resurrection. 

This, as far as I can collect, is the true history of the progress 
which the new Quartadeciman schism made after the Council 
of Nice, and the reason why the laws, both imperial and eccle- 
siastical, proceeded with greater severity against them above 
the old Quartadecimans, who never broke communion with 
their brethren, however they differed from them in their prac- 
tice. They thought the peace and unity of the Church of 
greater value than the observation of times and seasons; and 
if they could not comply with their brethren in the precise 
time of keeping Easter, yet they were careful for all that to 
‘‘ keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace.” 

4. Besides this difference about keeping Easter on the They who 
Lord’s-day, there was another, which though of less moment, ee: 
yet sometimes very much embarrassed and troubled the day did 


4 bid. 1. 5. ¢. 21. (p. 289. 35.) 
LaPBarws ard lovdaiwv X proriavioas 
KT. 


45 Hom. 52. In eos, qui Pascha 
jejunant. t. 5. p. 713. [Id. Bened. 

nt. Judzos, Hom. 3.} (t.1. p. 
Gor a.)..... Tovro dxovw Aeydvrov 
woddéov, Eres pera rov "ACvyou rd 


Hacxa éorey. 

86 Ibid. p. 714. (p. 611 e.) Ov yap 
da 1d Llacya vyorevopev, ovde 8 
roy oravpoy, GAAd bid Ta GuapTnpara 
Ta Nuerepa, ered) peAAopev pvoTn- 
plots mpootevas’ eet réye Tlacxa ov 
wmoreias éariv, ovdé wévOous, GAN 
etppogurns Kal xapas irdbears. 


310 


. Of Easter, or 


ulways Church. That was a dispute among those who agreed to ob- 
ia serve the festival on no other but the Lord’s-day. For though 
they all unanimously combined in this, yet it was not {so easy 
sason to determine on what Lord’s-day it was to be held, because it 
was a moveable feast; and therefore sometimes it happened, 
‘ions, that the Churches of one country kept it a week or a month 
sooner than others, by reason of their different calculations. It 
appears from an Epistle of St. Ambrose®’, that, in the year 
387, Easter was kept at three several times: some observing 
it, March 21; others, April 18; and others, April 25. So it 
happened again, anno 577: the Churches of Gaul kept it on 
March 21; the Churches of Italy on April 18; and the 
Churches of Egypt on April 25; as Bishop Stillingfleet® 
shows out of Gregory of Tours and Labbe’s Chronologicon 
Technicum, anno 387 and 577. Where he shows further, out 
of the ancient Laterculus Paschalis published by Buche- 
rius39, that the Easter of the Latins was, three times, a month 


) 
’s-day 


\eir dif- 
it cal- 


37 Ep. 83. (al. 23.] De Pasch. 
Celebrand. Ration. (t. 2. pp. 880 e, 
seqq.) Non mediocris esse sapientie, 
&e 


38 Answer to Cressy, [ch. 4. 8.12. ] 

. 323. (v.5. p.692.).... It appears 
by the ancient Laterculus Paschalis, 
first published by Bucherius..... 
that within the compass of it, viz. 
a hundred years, the Easter of the 
Latins was kept a month sooner 
than the Alexandrians, viz. A.D. 
322, 349, 406. And a.p. 387, a 
threefold Easter was kept, some 
March 21, others April 25, others 
Apnil 18, as appears by St. Am- 
brose’s Epistle, written on that oc- 
casion. Ayain, A.D. 577, a three- 
fold Easter was kept: some keeping 
it the eighteenth of April, as thone 
which followed Victorius; others, 
the twenty-fifth of April, viz. those 
which followed the Alexandrian Ca- 
non; and others again, even in 
Gaul, as Gregory Turonensis saith, 
on the r2th Kal. of April, March 
21, the very day of the vernal equi- 
nox, &c. 

89 Comment. in Hippol. Canon. 
Paschal. p. 264. (Antwerp. 1633. 
p. 64.) Hic est Paschalis ille centurn 


annorum Latereulis, quo vetustio- 
rem, Latinorum quidem, nondam 
videre contigit; nobilissimum, meo 
quidem sensu, venerande antiqu- 
tatis ecclesiasticee monimentum. Et 
est illius epocha sane _perillustris; 
sig 6 a Maxentio, crucis virtute 
per Constantinum debellato, asser- 
taque tum primum ecclesiz, saltem 
in Occidente, libertate, annis ante 
Nicenam Synodum omnino trede- 
cin. Qui ejus meminerit, neminem 
veterum adhuc invenies: vetustis- 
simz tantum membrane beneficio 
ad nos usque pervenit. Cuspiniano 
uoque in manus obvenisse, ex ejus 

astis intelligimus, ut supra monui. 
Porro Latinorum potius, quam alio- 
rum fuisse, docet nos ipsa Fascha- 
tum series. Nam cum iis solis ter 
Pascha planissime decernit, toto 
mense, quam Victorius et Alex- 
andrini, maturius. Semel anno 
Christi 322, iterum 349, denique 
406; et limes ipse patruin Cesari- 
ensium Paschalis, qui nunquam hic 
violatur, nunquam jam inde ab 
Synodo Nicena ab Alexandrinis, 
sed Latinorum ‘duntaxat nonnulbs 
admissus, his potius, quam illis 
astruit. 


XX. 
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sooner than that of the Alexandrians, within the compass of an 


hundred years, viz. anno 322, 349, 406. 


It appears also from 


Leo’s Epistles?°, that in the year 455 there were eight days’ 
difference between the Easter at Rome and at Alexandria. 
Cyril of Alexandria, in one of his Paschal Epistles‘!, complains, 


40 Ep. 64. ad Marcian. (CC. t. 3. 
Pp. 1355 C.) ....- Theophilus, Alex- 
andrinz ecclesizs episcopus, cum 
hujus observationis annos centum 
numero collegisset, septuagesimo 
sexto Paschale festum longe aliter, 
quam alii decreverant, tenendum 
esse constituit, a primo auguste 
memonz ‘Theodosii Senioris con- 
sulatu [nempe, A. Ch. 380.] suc- 
cedentes sibi sacre observantiz or- 
dines ponens: ut longioris temporis 
ratio ejus literis teneretur ascripta, 
cujus complexionis septuagesimus et 
ar est aunus, in qua pridie 

dus Aprilis sanctum Pascha cele- 
bravimus: sequenti vero anno pri- 
die Nonas Aprilis eadem, propitio 
Deo, erit habenda festivitas, sicut 
regulariter centenariz annorum ra- 
tionis ordo declarat. Sed in anno, 
quierit septuagesimussextus [ Christi 
455 Pasche dies invenietur ascrip- 
tus, quem a passione Domini nullius 
exempli constitutionis admittit auc- 
toritas. Nam diem octavum Kalen- 
darum Maiarum ab eo cognoscimus 
preefinitum, qui anni limitem anti- 
sp constitutum excedit: cum 

ii quinto decimo Kalendarum Mai- 
arum huic festivitati deputaverint 
diem, &c.—Augustin. Ep. 65. ad 
Eudocium. (ibid. p. 1356c.) ... An- 
nus, qui erit septuagesimus sextus 

Christi 45 ! memorati episcopi 
eophili Alexandrini] annotatio- 
nem habere cognoscitur, quz a to- 
tius antiquitatis exemplo et ab omni 
auctoritate patrum discordat. Si- 
uidem in octavum Kalendarum 
ailarum Dominicum Pascha trans- 
tulerit, preefinitos antiquitatis limites 
nimis audenter excedens, cum die 
quinto decimo Kalendarum Maia- 
rum Paschalem solemnitatem po- 
tuerit annotare.—Ep. 95. ad Epi- 
scopos Gallie et Hispaniz. (ibid. 
- 1419 e.) .... Cum autem, in qui- 
dam ascriptionibus patrum, fu- 
turum proxime Pascha Domini, ab 


aliis in diem 1s. Kalendas Maias, 
ab aliis in diem 8. Kalendas easdem 
inveniretur ascriptum, tantum me 
diversitas ista permovit, ut clemen- 
tissimo principi Marciano curam de 
hac re animi mei panderem, &c. 

41 Ep. Paschal. ap. Bucher. de 
Doctrina Temporum. append. p. 
482. Cum his igitur atque hujus- 
modi dissensionibus per universum 
orbem Paschalis Regula turbaretur; 
sanctorum totius orbis synodi con- 
sensione decretum est, ut quoniam 
apud Alexandriam talis esset reperta 
ecclesia, que in hujus scientia cla- 
reret, quota Kalendarum vel Iduum, 
quota luna Pascha debeat celebrari, 
per singulos annos Romane eccle- 
siz literis intimaret ; unde aposto- 
lica auctoritate universalis ecclesia 
per totum orbem definitum Pasche 
diem sine ulla disceptatione cog- 
nosceret. Quod cum per multa 
secula pariter custodissent ; nul- 
lamque inde Scripturarum quispiam 
crederet, ubi nulla questio solve- 
retur; et nonnunquam occurreret, 
ut in Sabbato luna 21., que illis 
23: a quinto decimo Kalendarum 

aiarum, usque in octavum, quasi 
in secundo mense Pascha celebrare 
metueretur; essetque magna confu- 
sio in omni ecclesia, pretorio, vel 

atio ; Theodosius, imperator re- 
igiosissimus, qui non solum in hu- 
manis, verum etiam in divinis legi- 
bus placere Deo semper studuit, 
sanctum Theophilum, Alexandrine 
urbis episcopum, suis literis cor- 
rogavit, ut sacramentum Paschze 
evidentissima ratione disserere, si- 
bique dirigere, dignarctur. Cujus 
sanctissimis preceptis obtemperans 
quadringentorum octodecim anno- 
rum Circulum Paschalem instituit, 
ejusque clementiz, a primo anno 
consulatus ejus, usque ad centum 
calculans, quota Kalendarum vel 
Iduum, et quota luna Pascha debeat 
celebrari, subjectis suis literis desti- 
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that there was great confusion in the account of Easter both 
in the church, the camp, and the palace. And Anatolius, in 
his preface to his Paschal Canon 42, complains, that there were 
very different and contrary cycles in use in his time, (anno 
270,) some following Hippolytus’s cycle of sixteen, others the 
Jewish cycle of eighty-four, others a cycle of twenty-five, 
othors a cycle of thirty. And he tells us, that Isidore, Jerom, 
Clemens, and Origen, all his countrymen, Egyptians, had la 
boured in this matter before him. But notwithstanding any 
endeavours that could be used then, or afterwards, there re- 
mained great differences in the Church about it for many ages. 
For the Churches of Great Britain and Ireland did not accord 
with the Roman Church in keeping Easter on the same Sun- 
day, till about the year 800. Nor was the Roman way fully 
received in France, till it was settled there by the authority of 
Charles the Great: as bas lately been shown by two learned 
writers, Bishop Stillingfleet +? and Dr. Prideaux‘‘, who give a 


navit, manifestamque veritatem sub 
libello breviter perstrinxit. In quo, 
revelante sibi Domino, perfectz ra- 
tionis ordinem pandit, omnesque er- 
rores, ac superfiuas questiones luce 
clarius expugnavit atque dissolvit. 
42 Canon. Paschal. ap. Bucher. 
Pp. 439. (ap. Galland. t. 3. p. 545 a.) 
- ,...1n veteribus exemplaribus, id 
est, Hebreis et Grecis volumini- 
bus, non tantum lune cursum, sed 
etiam solis non solum gressus, sed 
et singula ac minutissima horarum 
momenta ... invenimus computata. 
E quibus Hippolytus 16. annorum 
circulum quibusdam ignotis lune 
cursibus composuit. Ali 25., alu 
30., nonnulli 84. annorum circulum 
computantes, nunquam ad veram 
Pascha computandi rationem perve- 
nerunt. Veruin majores nostri, He- 
breorum et Grecoruin librorum 
peritissimi, Isidorum, et Hierony- 
mum, et Clementem dico, licet dis- 
similia mensium principia pro di- 
versitate lingue senserint; tamen 
ad unam eandemque Pasche certis- 
simam rationem, die et luna, et tem- 
pore convenientibus summa venera- 
tione Dominice resurrectionis con- 
senserunt. Sed et Origines, omnium 
eruditissimus, et calculi componendi 


si icacissimus, .... Libellum de 
ascha luculentissime edidit. In 
quo annuntians de die Paschz non 
solum lunz cursum, et zquinoctii 
transitum intuendum, sed et solis 
transcensum, omnium tenebrarum 
tetras insidias et offendicula aufe- 
rentis, et lucis adventum, ac totius 
mundi elementorum virtutem et in- 
spirationem afferentis, esse servan- 
dum, ita dicit: In dte, inquit, Pas- 
che non dico observandum, ut dies 
Dominica inveniatur, et lune *. 
[forte lunz 14.] dies transeundi, 
sed ut sol divisionem illam, lucis 
scilicet et tenebrarum, in exordio 
mundi, Domini dispensatione equa- 
liter compositam, transcendat, &c. 
43 Answer to Cressy, [ch. 4. ss. 8- 
11.} p. 322. (v. 5. pp. 684, seqq.: 
especially p. 692, at end of s. 11.) 
After which time [a.pb. 525] it did 
by degrees prevail in the Western 
parts, but was never fully received 
in France till it was settled there by 
the authority of Charles the Great. 
44 Connection of Hist. &c. part 
2. b. 4. p. 237. (Vv. 3. p. 342.) How- 
ever at length, about the year 800, 
the errors of the old way by that 
time growing very conspicuous, &c. 
(Connect. ibid. (v. 3. pp. 331, seqq.) 
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full account of the controversy between the Britons and Ro- 
mans, which I shall not here repeat, but only acquaint the 
reader how these differences happened at first in the Church 
by using different ways of calculation. 

It is agreed on all hands, that the first Christians of Jerusa- 
lem had no other way of finding out Easter, but by the Jewish 
cycle of eighty-four years, which the Jews had used some time 
before to settle the anniversary returns of their Passover: 
which cycle, though it was a little faulty, continued to be used 
by the Christians for near two hundred years. Not that they 
kept their Easter on the fourteenth day with the Jews, as Sca- 
liger*+ and some others have erroneously hence concluded ; for 
which they are corrected by Bishop Usher*> and Bishop Be- 
veridge *®, who show, that those first Christians of Jerusalem, 
though they followed the Jewish computation, did not keep 
Easter with the Jews on what day of the week soever it fell, 
but on the Sunday following in honour of our Saviour’s resur- 
rection. However, they continued to use the Jewish cycle, till 
the fifteen bishops of Jerusalem, who were of the circumcision, 
were succeeded by others who were not of the circumcision, 
and then they began to reckon their Easter by other computa- 


tions. 


In the first ages of the Church, &c. 
Ep 


“4 De ee Temporum, 
]. 2. (p. 150 b. 4.) In primordiis 
ecclesize tum Apostoli, tum qui eos 
centum annis postea secuti sunt, 
Pascha semper Judaice celebrarunt, 
ut testantur Eusebius et Historia 
vetus Ecclesiastica, et post omnes 
Nicephorus Callistus.—Ibid. (d. 7.) 
Quia per omnia Apostolos hac in 
re imitarentur, et permulti ex illis 
ex Judaismo ad Christianismum 
transissent, non obscurum est, eo- 
rum cyclum merum Judaicum fuis- 
se, et de periodo Alexandrea Jude- 
orum peti solitum. 

* Prolegom. ad Ignat. c. 9. (Cotel. 
v. 2. p. 204.) Ut maximopere viri 
docti decepti_hic fuerint, qui ex 
consensu in Paschatis mensis wWr- 
giopep cum primis Hierosolymorum 
episcopie stabilito, Paschatis quo- 
cunque septimane die cum Quarta- 


Epiphanius‘? says expressly, that they kept Easter at 


decimanis observandi ritum simul 
fuisse introductum sibi persuase- 
runt. 
46 Ad — Apost. 7. (ap. Cotel. v. 
I. p. 460 p. Bevereg. t. 2. append. 
p. 19.) J osephus Scaliger, tum Apo- 
stolos, tum qui eos centum annis 
postea secuti sunt, Pascha semper 
J udaice celebrasse ex Eusebio, His- 
toria veteri Ecclesiastica, et Nice- 
phoro Callisto affirmare non veretur, 
de Emendat. Temp. 1. 2. p. 150. 
(Edit. Genev. 1629.) Verum hanc 
Scaligeri doctrinam auctoribus istis 
falso ascriptam et al) omnibus de- 
testandam esse Dionysius Petavius 
fuse probat, de Doctrina Temp. 1. 2. 
Cc. 5 
} Her. 70. Audian. n. 10. (t. I. 
ea §22 b.) ‘Opifover yap év i] avry 
ates oi ‘ArdaroAot, ~ ‘Ore Duets p17. 
Wihifere, adda Trovetre, ¢ Oray of aded- 
Pot tye, ol éx meptrouns, per atrav — 
dua troueire. 
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first by the old Jewish cycle, and he quotes an order out of the 
Apostolical Constitutions (different from those which we have 
now) appointing them not to trouble themselves about calcula- 
tions, but to keep the feast at the same time with the brethren 
that came out of the circumcision, and not be concerned though 
they were mistaken in their calculations. But when that suc- 
cession of Jewish bishops was ended, with the destruction of 
Jerusalem in the time of Hadrian, some Christians began to in- 
quire into the defects of the Jewish cycle, which was found to 
make Easter sometimes anticipate the vernal equinox, and so 
bring two Easters into one year. To remedy which inconve- 
nience, they began to invent other cycles. 

About the year 220, Hippolytus, bishop of Portus or Adana 
in Arabia, published a new cycle in his Paschal Canon, which, 
Eusebius‘? says, was called the ‘Exxatdexaernpis, or Cycle of 
sixteen years. Not long after this, Dionysius, Bishop of Aler- 
andria, about the year 250, set forth another Canon, called 
the "Oxraernpis, or Cycle of eight years, in which, as Euse- 
bius*8 tells us, he particularly remarked, that the Paschal fes- 
tival ought never to be kept till after the vernal equinox. Not 
long after, Anatolius, who was also an Alexandrian, about the 
year 270, published another cycle, which Eusebius +9 says was 
called the ‘Evveadexaernpis, the Cycle of nineteen: in which he 
' showed from several ancient Jewish writers themselves, that 
the Pasch ought never to be before the vernal equinox, and 
therefore there was a necessity of correcting their cycle. 
Hence about this time Bp. Usher®° reckons that the seventh of 
those called the Apostolical Canons and the interpolation of 


47 L. 6. c. 22. (v. ¥. p. 286. 20.) 
Tore Snra xai ‘ImndAuros guvrarroy, 
pera mActoTway GA UTropynpdroy, 
ral TO epi Tou Maoxa meroinrat 
ovyypappa: ev @ Ta&Y xpdvov dvaypa- 
Gyv éxOeuevos Kai Tia Kavdva éx- 
xarSexaernpidsos mrept Tou Idoxa 7 po- 
Geis, eri rd ™parov éros avroxparopos 
*"AdeEdvdpou rovs xpdvous meptypa- 
sabe 

® Ibid. 1. 9s. 20. (p. 344. 16.) 

Evy [emeoroAg ) kat kavéva €x- 
rideras Oxraernpisos, 6 ore Bn adore jj 
pera TY éapiyy ionpepiav niohen 
rv tov Ildoya doprny émredeiy a- 


oTapevos. 

49 Ibid. C. 32. (p. 369. 5.) Ex rev 
rept Tou Tdoxa *AvaroAiov ravdver’ 
exets Totvuy ev T? Tparq ere mm 
voupnviay TOU mparov pnvos, ATs 
anadons cory apyn THs évveaxaide- 
xaernpioos. 

o0 Prolegom. in Ignat. c.g. (Cotel. 
v. 2. p. 204.) Atque hinc nata est, 
tum octavi [al. septimi] Canonis 
Apostolici prima constitutio, tum 
Acaragews Apostolice longe post ab 
interpolatore hoc nostro ad eundem 
facta conformatio.—See before, s. 3. 
Nn. 23, preceding. 
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the old Constitutions took their original. The former of which 
says *!, ‘If any bishop, presbyter, or deacon, keep the Paschal 
feast before the vernal equinox, with the Jews, let him be de- 
posed.’ And the other52, ‘Ye brethren, who are redeemed with 
the precious blood of Christ, ought to keep the Pasch with all 
diligence and exactness after the equinox, that ye may not 
twice in one year commemorate the passion of him, who died 
but once, and be careful that ye observe not the Pasch with the 
Jews. For we have now no communion with them. For they 
are deceived in their very calculation, which they imagine to be 
exact. So that they err in all respects, and are found’ to;deviate 
from the truth.’ 

We see, at this time, the Jewish calculation was rejected by 
the Eastern Church, and yet no certain one agreed upon in its 
room, to fix unalterably the precise Lord’s-day on which they 
were to celebrate this festival. Therefore this matter remain-. 
ing still uncertain, the Council of Nice, which determined that 
it should be kept only upon the Lord’s-day *3, is said also to 
have committed the care of the cycle to the bishops of Alexan- 
dria, that they might inform the rest of the world on what 
Lord’s-day every year it was to be observed. Some think upon 
this Eusebius was employed to draw up the cycle of nineteen, - 
which was afterwards perfected by Theophilus, bishop of Alex- 
andria, in the time of Theodosius, into a calculation for an hun- 
dred years. And yet after this it was that Cyril still com- 
plained of great confusion in the account of Easter in the 
Church, in the camp, and in the palace; and that the Roman 
and Alexandrian accounts sometimes varied a week or a month 
from each other, as we have seen before, which was owing 
purely to their different ways of calculation: because the Ro- 
man Church still proceeded by the old Jewish cycle of eighty- 
four, and not by the new Alexandrian cycle of nineteen. 


5! Apost 7. [al. 8.] See before, 


andrino episcope delegantes: quo- 
8. 3; n. 23, preceding. 
2 


niam apud Acgyptios hujus suppu- 


Constit. Apost. ]. 5. c.17. [al. 
16.] See before, b.17. ch. 5. ae 


. 75. D. 55. 
: i eae Ep. 63. ad Marcian. 
" Imperat. (CC. t. 3. p. 1355 b.) Stu- 
duerunt itaque sancti patres [Ni- 
czni] occasionem hujus erroris au- 
ferre, omnem hanc curam Alex- 


tationis antiquitus tradita esse vide- 
batur peritia, per quam, qui annis 
singulis dies predicts solemnitatis 
eveniret, Sedi Apostolicee indicare- 
tur, ut bujus scripti ad longinqui- 
ores ecclesias judicium generaliter 
percurreret. 
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To remedy this confusion, one Victorius, a Frenchman, was 
employed by Hilarius, archdeacon of Rome, to make a new 
Paschal Canon: but neither did his attempt succeed: for 
though he took in the Alexandrian cycle of nincteen, yet still 
he retained so much of the Roman, as made the variation of 
Easter Sunday sometimes a week, and sometimes a month be- 
tween them. And no effectual cure was found for this, till Dio- 
nysius Exiguus, anno 525, brought the Alexandrian Canon 
entire into the use of the Roman Church. Meanwhile the 
Churches of France and Britain kept to the old Roman Canon, 
and it was two or three ages after before the new Roman, that 
is, the Alexandrian Canon, was, not without some struggle and 
difficulty, entirely settled among them. 

This is the short of the history of the long dispute that hap- 
pened in the Church among those that were otherwise agreed 
to keep Easter only on the Lord’s-day, which was owing purely, 
as we have seen, to the great variety of their cycles and cal- 
culations. Meanwhile particular members of particular Churches 
had no concern in this dispute, but were obliged for peace sake 
to follow the rule of their own Church, though there might be 
some error in her calculation. For, as Chrysostom says well 
upon the dispute with the Protopaschites, ‘ men were not bound 
to be over critical about days and times, and vears, but care- 
' fully in such matters to follow the Church, and prefer peace 
and charity before all other things. For though the Church 
were in an crror, yet there was no such advantage or commen- 
dation to be gained by the exact knowledge of times, as there 
might be disadvantage and dispraise arising from division and 
schism about it.’ And with this consideration men were gene- 
rally inclined to keep Easter in peace, and sometimes comply 
with what they thought a wrong calculation, rather than make 
a disturbance in the Church upon it. As Pope Leo tells the 
French and Spanish bishops, he complied with the Alexandrian 
cycle in the year 455, when there was a week’s difference in 
their computation; the Roman cycle placing Easter on the 


°4 Hom. 52. ¢. 


14. (Ed. 
Bened. Cont. Jadzos, 
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seventeenth of April, and the Alexandrian on the twenty- 
fourth. But he acquiesced, he says®>, in their determination 
for the sake of peace and unity, and desired the western 
bishops so to do likewise, and to give notice of the time to 
their brethren; that they, who were united in the same faith, 
might not be divided about the solemnity of the festival. This 
was an excellent rule of peace, though there were some fierce 
and untractable spirits that would not always be content to be 
governed by it. 

5. Having thus far accounted for the differences that were But they al 
in the Church about the time of this festival, I come now to cd 
show wherein they all agreed to pay a peculiar respect and el sehr 
honour to it. Gregory Nazianzen>®, after his manner, styles Pane di 
it the queen of days, and the festival of festivals, which excels d#y of our 
all others, not only human, but even those that are instituted surrection. 
to the honour of Christ, as far as the sun goes beyond the 
other stars. It was a day of extraordinary rejoicing upon the 
account of our Lord’s resurrection; being, as Chrysostom >” 
styles it, ‘the desirable festival of our salvation, the day of our 
Lord’s resurrection, the foundation of our peace, the occasion 
of our reconciliation, the end of our contentions and enmity 
with God, the destruction of death, and our victory over the 
Devil.’ Hence in some ancient writers it is distinguished from 
all other Lord’s-days in the year by the peculiar name of 
Dominica Gaudi, the Lord’s-day of Joy, as Papebrochius** 


pov nucpa.—Orat. 42. de Pasch. 


55 Ep. 95. (CC. t. 3. p. 1420a.).. 
(ibid. p. 676 c.) Avrn éoprav nip 


Quia ergo studio unitatis et pacis 


malui Orientalium definitioni acqui- 
escere, quam in tante festivitatis 
observantia dissidere: noverit fra- 
ternitas vestra, die octava Kalenda- 
rum Maiarum (al.8.Calendas Maias 
ab omnibus resurrectionem Domini- 
cam celebrandam, et hoc ipsum per 
vos aliis esse fratribus intimandum, 
ut diving pacis consortio, sicut una 
fide jungimur, ita una solemnitate 
feriemur. Gu Pg a Chronic. 
an. 455. ( aris. 1611. 4.) 
oder anno Pascha Dominicucy die 
: Kalendas Maii celebratum est, 

c. 

*6 Orat. 19. in Funere Patris, 
(t. I. p. 304 a.).... Td dytoy Udoxa 
cal wepeBdnroy, 7 Bacittooa ray Hpe- 


éopt7, kal Taviryupts Travpyupewy, 
TOogoUTOY tmepaipovea wagas, ov Tas 


dvOpwmsKas pdvoy rat xapat épxo- 
pevas, add’ 98n kai ras avrov Xpirrov 
y €x’ avr@ TeAoupéevas, Gooy doTépas 
sos. 
57 Hom. 85. de Pasch. (t. 3. 
750 a.) "Idov yap nyiv mapayeyovey 
7 ‘wobeurh ral owrnptos éopri), ) dva- 
ordotpos nwépa TOU Kupiov nov 
"Ingov Xpiorov, 1 THs elprvys: indde- 
ots, }) ms karah\ayns achoppy), 7 1” TOY 
TWoNepov dyaipens, 9» tov Oavarov 
xaTdAvots, 7) Tov AtaBdAov Hrra. 
58 Vita Pachomii, 14. Maii. (Ed. 
Venet. t. 3. p. 333. ap. cap. 12. a. 12.) 
.In die Dominica Gaudii inter 
peallentium fratrum voces mortuum 
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and Pagi‘? have observed upon the Life of Pachomius and 
Theodore, the latter of which saints is said to have ended his 
hife Dominica Gaudii, which those learned men think can be 
understood of no other but Easter Sunday; and that implies 
that this was then a known and noted appellation. 
6. One great instance of this public joy was given by the 
emperors, who were used to grant a general release to the 
= ll prisons on this day, and by an act of grace, called their in- 
to the pri- dulgence, set all criminals free, except some few that had con- 
card ~_ al) mitted crimes of a more unpardonable nature. 
criminals, | This custom was first begun by Valentinian, anno 367, who 
except ew has two laws in the Theodosian Code to this purpose. The 
that were former of which® runs in these terms: ‘In honour of the 
ares ae Paschal festival, which we celebrate from the bottom of our 
moreun- heart, we open the prisons to all criminals that lie bound in 
pardonable ; , . ‘ 
nature. chains, only excepting such as are guilty of sacrilege, treason, 
robbing of graves, poisoning, magic, adultery, stealing or 
ravishing of virgins, and murder, from the benefit of this 
indulgence.’ 

Valentinian Junior and Theodosius, anno 381, made a like 
act of grace®!, only excepting the same crimes, under which 
they more especially comprised parricide, incest, and counter- 
feiting the public coin, as species of murder, adultery and 
treason, which for their infamous character ought to have a 


On this day 
the empe- 
rors grant- 


terre mandavit.—-[Conf. Papebroch. timo corde celebramus, omnibus 


in loc. (ibid. p. 334. n.e.) Dominica 
Gaudii dicitur ipsa Dominica Pas- 
che ; toti ecclesiz letissima et totius 
anni festivissima, etiam apud mona- 
chos, &c. aoe 

59 Critic. in Baron. an. 370. n. 4. 
[al. 5.] (t. 1. p. 520.) Scripta ea 
epistola [Athanasii de S. Theodori 
morte] ut notat Papebrochius in 
Vita SS. Pachomii et Theodori, ab- 
batum ‘Tabennensium in Thebaide, 
die 14. Maii, paragrapho 17. anno 
Christi 368, post ‘Theodori mortem, 
que, ut legitur in laudata Vita, con- 
tigit Dominica Gaudii, id est, Pas- 
chatis, ut Papebrochius_interpre- 
tatur. 

60 Cod. Theod. lib. 9. tit. 38. de 
Indulgentiis Criminum, leg. 3. (t. 3. 
p. 271.) Ob diem Pasche, quem in- 


uos reatus astringit, carcer inclusit, 
claustra dissolvimus ; attamen sacri- 
legus, in majestate reus, in mortuo, 
veneficus, sive maleficus, adulter, 
raptor, homicida, communione istius 
muneris separentur.—Vid. leg. 4. 
ue. imperat. (ibid. p. 273.) Pas- 
che celebritas postulat, ut quos- 
cunque nunc egra exspectatio quz- 
stionis, poeneque formido solicitat, 
absolvamus. Decretis tamen Vete- 
rum mos gerendus est, ne temere 
homicidii crimen, adulterii fcedita- 
tem, majestatis injunam, maleficio- 
rum scelus, insidias venenorum, 
raptusque violentiam sinamus eva- 


ere, 
61 Ibid. legg.6. et 7. See b. 16. 
ch. 10. 8. 1. v. 6. p. 387. n. 43. 
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more notorious mark set upon them. They also excepted such 
as relapsed into their former crimes, because they abused the 
indulgence of the prince, by making that an incitement to sin, 
which was intended only as a means to correct evil habits, and 
bring them to a reformation. The same emperor, anno 385, 
made another decree®, ‘that whereas it might happen, that 
by the negligence or remissness of messengers, or any other 
accident, their letters of grace might come too late, the judges 
of provinces should be empowered, as soon as Easter day was 
come, to dispense the accustomed indulgence, causing the 
prisons to be opened, the chains to be knocked off, and the 
persons to be set at liberty ; such only excepted as it would be 
a scandal to pardon, because their actions were a reproach to 
the purity of that holy and joyful season, ‘ For who,’ say they 
with great elegancy, ‘ would grant an, indulgence to a sacri- 
legious villain at an holy season? Who would pardon an adul- 
terer, or an incestuous person, at a time which calls for perfect 
chastity ? Who would not pursue a ravisher of virgins in the 
profoundest peace and public joy? Let him have no rest nor 
respite from his bonds, whose barbarous cruelty would not 
suffer the dead to rest quietly in their graves. Let the poisoner, 
and the sorcerer, and the falsifier of the coin still suffer tor- 
ment. Let the murderer expect the same that he has done to 
others: and the rebel despair of pardon from his prince, 
against whom he has plotted treason.’ But excepting these 
criminals, all others had the benefit of these imperial in- 
dulgences at this holy season. Justinian takes no notice of 
the former laws, but inserts this last into his Code™, which 


62 Ibid. leg. 8. (t. 3. p. 277.) Ne- 
mo deinceps, tardiores fortassis, af- 
fatus nostre perennitatis exspectet : 
exsequantur judices, quod indulgere 
consuevimus. Ubi primum dies 
Paschalis exstiterit, nullum teneat 
carcer inclusum, omnium vincula 
solvantur. Sed ab his secernimus 
eos, quibus contaminari potius gau- 
dia letitiamque communem, si di- 
mittantur, advertimus. Quis enim 
sacrilego diebus sanctis indulgeat ? 
Quis adultero vel incesti reo tempore 
castitatis ignoscat ? Quis non rap- 
torem in summa quiete et gaudio 
communi persequatur instantius? 


Nullam accipiat requiem vinculo- 
rum, qui quiescere sepultos quadam 
sceleris immanitate non sivit: pati- 
atur tormenta veneficus, maleficus, 
adulteratorque monete: homicida, 
quod fecit, semper exspectet: reus 
etiam majestatis de Domino, adver- 
sum quem talia molitus est, veniam 
sperare non debet. 
6 L. 1. tit. 4. de Episcopal. Au- 
dientia, leg. 3. (t. 4. p. 147.) [Ubi 
rimus dies Brschalis exstiterit, nul- 
um teneat carcer inclusum ... Sed 
ab his secernimus eos, a quibus con- 
taminari potius gaudia, letitiamque 
communem, si dimittantur, animad- 


XX. 


320 Of Easter, or 


shows that it became the standing law of the Roman empire. 
And the Goths adopted it also into their law, as appears from 
one of Cassiodore’s Epistles®, which Gothofred commends as 
written with a great deal of elegancy upon this subject. 

The ancient Fathers not only mentioned these Paschal in- 
dulgences, but frequently speak of them with great commenda- 
tions. St. Chrysostom® more than once tells us, that when 
Flavian, bishop of Antioch, went to intercede with Theodosius 
the Emperor for that city, which by the seditious practices of 
some had highly incurred his displeasure, among other argu- 
ments to mitigate his anger against them, he made use of this, 
taken from his own practice, ‘that in honour of the Paschal 
festival he was used to send letters round the world, to cause 
all prisons to be opened, and all that were in bonds to be set at 
liberty. ‘Therefore take an example,’ said he, ‘from yourself, and 
call to mind your own humanity ; when in one of your letters, 
as if it had not been enough to discharge the prisoners, you 
were pleased to add, I wish I were able to recall those that are 
already executed, and restore them to life again.’ St. Am- 
brose®® made use of the same argument to aggravate the 


vertimus. Quis enim sacrilego die- aideadeis dpjxas, xai rovs dvevOureus 


bus sanctis indulgeat? Quis adul- 
tero, &c. 

64 Variar. lib. rr. Ep. ult. (t. 1. 
p. 174.) Ad te claustrorum magi- 
strum verba revocemus, &c. t 
tuos quoque gemitus consolemur, 
illos tibi tantummodo vindica, quos 
lex pietatis gratia non relaxat, ne, 
cum truculentis parceret, asperrima 
facinora levigaret. 

65 Hom. 6. ad Pop. Antioch, p. 
95: (t. 2. p.76c.) "Ev ravrats your 
Tais Nuepais mrépivas [nempe, 6 Bact- 
devs] émaroniy eis Tiuny THs Eopris, 
Tous TO Secpornprov oixouvras oxedov 
apie a amavras, Kat TauTHY é lepevs 6 
nyerepos eich Oa dvayvadcerat THY 
emorodny mpos Toy BaoiXéa, kat Toy 
olxeiwy aurév dvapyyoet yop, kat 
€pet mpds auroy, "Ort ov cauTov mapa- 
KaXecoy, kat TA CavToU Bipnoae [én 
moo, Ben. et Sav.], oixodev exes rd 
mapaderyya 77s pidavOpumias, dixacoy 
ovx eidou tromoat dédvoy, Kai adixoy 
Urropeveis épyacacOa; rovs eAnhey- 
Pévous kai xaradixacbevras thy €opriy 


kai _Bndey TeToAmnkdras KaTaKpuis, 
eimé pot, kal ravta THs eopTis Tmapov- 
ons ; pndapas, Baowev. Sv, da tH 
émiToAns Taums Gradeyopevos, rais r 
modect wagas édeyes, Eide pot duva- 
Tov fy xal rovs vexpods dyacricat. 
Tavrns Sedpeba THs piravOperias, 
rovrwy SedueOa Trav pnuatwv viv.— 
Hom. 20. ibid. p. 256. [Bened. Hom. 
21.J) (ibid. p. 219 d.) Mépynoa mpo- 
nv, Ore THS €opTHs TavTns kara) aBov- 
ons émioToAny Erepypas Tayraxov Ts 
oixouperns, xeXevoucay TOUS i ees 
THpLoy otxouvras adeivat, Kal Tuy Xe 
pew aurois a €yxAnpara’ xat os ouK 
Gpxouvrow éxeivoy Set~ai cov my te 
AavOporiay, eAeyes Ota Tay ypappa- 
Tov, “Ort €(6€ pot Suvardy iy, kai rous 
ameAOdvras xadéoat nal avacrncat 


oe erpee Ty mMporépay avayayey 


"66 Ep. 33- [al. 20.] ad Marcellin. 
(t.:229, Be 53 d.n.6.) Itaque sanctis 
diebus hebdomadis ultimee, quibus 
or debitorum laxari vincula, 
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ffence of the younger Valentinian, when by the persuasion of 
us mother Justina, the Arian empress, he had sent some of the 
Catholic bishops to prison at the holy feast of Easter, when it 
was customary to loose the bonds of those that were already in 
prison, and which he himself before was used to do, as appears 
from his laws already mentioned. The same custom is men- 
aoned by Gregory Nyssen®, who speaking of the resurrection 
of Christ, says, ‘ There is no one so miserable as ‘not to find a 
release by the magnificence of this great festival; for at this 
tume the prisoner is loosed, the debtor is set at liberty, and the 
slave has his manumission or freedom granted him by the kind 
declaration of the Church.’ In like manner, the petition pre- 
sented by the Eutychian monks to the second Council of 
Ephesus, recorded in the Acts of the Council of Chalcedon %, 
takes notice, ‘that as the Church was wont to absolve sinners 
at Easter from the bonds of excommunication, so the emperors 
used to loose the bonds of those that were in prison for their 
offences.’ 

Chrysostom ° further acquaints us with the reason or ground 
of this practice, telling us, ‘that the emperors set prisoners at 
liberty, that they might imitate, as far as in them lay, the 
example of their Lord and Master. For as he delivered us 
from the grievous prison of our sins, and made us capable of 
enjoying innumerable blessings; so ought we in like manner, 
as far as was possible, to imitate the mercy and kindness of 
our Lord.’ So again in his Homily upon the 145th Psalm ”, 


67 Hom. 3. de Resurrect. Christ. 
(t. 3. p. 420 oD Ovdets 8€ ovTws xa- 
et ses os dveow pa) eupéo6at' ™ 
peyadonpeneia TIS ¢oprijs vuv 6 8erpw- 
ms Avera, 6 Xpeworys agierat, é 

kat 


BovAos éAevOepourar rp ayabp 
aad aril Ts éxxAnoias Knpvy- 


Hy Act. 1. (t. 4. p. 278 c.) "Enéorm 
kat 7 TOU gernpiov maBous 1 nuepa, ral 
wot lepd, Kal 7 Ts dvacracews éopT), 
cad hv Avera wey Tois meiorots Toy 
hpapryKéroy Ta amd Tay ayiov Ta- 
Tépeov Heavy emcriua’ Avera Gé mapa 
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69 Hom. 30. in Gen. t. 2. p. 427. 
(t. 4. p. 294 d. ) Tovs ro Secparnproy 
olxouvras adiaos rey Seopey, Kai Ka- 
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ra Suvapiy av pert ivny ppovyrat roy 
éavrav Aeorérny’ xadamep yap aurés, 
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70 Hom. in Ps. 145. t. 3. p. 823. 
(t. 5. p. 526 c.) Baowina Karamep- 
Tovrat ypdppara | A€yovra, Tovs rd 
Secpwrnptoy oixovyras adierOar Trav 
deopar’ kabdrep yap 6 Aconérns 
pov, év adou yevdpevos, Tous kare- 
Xopévous tnd TOU Gavdrov mayras a- 
wéXvoev’ cttw 87 Kai of SovAo, Ta 
kara Suva elacbéporres, Kal Thy 
Seorrorixny pipovpevos diravOperiay, 
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which was spoken in the Passion-week, and therefore goes 
under both titles 71: ‘ The imperial letters,’ says he, ‘ are sent 
forth commanding all prisoners to be loosed from their bonds. 
For as our Lord, when he was ép “Aidov, (in hell, or the state 
and place of the dead,) set at liberty all that were under the 
power of death; so his servants, contributing what they are 
able, in imitation of the mercy of their Lord, loose men from 
these visible bonds, having no power to loose them from those 
which are spiritual and invisible.’ Whence we may observe, 
that these indulgences of the princes were not designed to 
make men believe they were cleared either of the guilt or 
infamy of their crimes, but only freed from the punishment 
‘that was due to them. Both the guilt and scandal still re 
mained upon them, and the very indulgence itself was a note 
of infamy, implying that they had done something that needed 
such a pardon. And for this reason these indulgences were 
never granted promiscuously to whole bodies of men, because 
that would have been to have set a mark of infamy and con- 
demnation upon the innocent as well as the guilty, as Valent- 
nian 72 once told the senate, when they petitioned for a general 
act of grace to be granted to their whole body for the sake of 
a few offenders in it. He assured them he was ready to 
pardon any particular members among them ; but to grant a 
general indulgence to the senate, was to defame the senate 
without reason: since every indulgence set a mark upon those 
whom it freed ; and did not erase the infamy of the crime, but 
only relax the punishment. For, as one of the old poets? said 
well, 
Pena potest demi, culpa perennis erit. 

The punishment may be remitted, but the crime, both in its 
guilt and scandal, will remain upon men for ever, notwith- 
standing any such human acts of grace, unless they take some 
proper methods to sue out a divine pardon. However the 


Beopay amoAvovet tay aigénray, €- berat, notat; nec infamiam criminis 


sewdn T@Y vonTay ovK ioyvouct. tollit, sed poenze gratiam facit. In 
71 Hom. 78. In Hebdomadam uno hoc, aut in duobus reis ratum 
Magnam, juxt. ey Savil. Eton. ; qui indulgentiam senatui dat, 
1613. t. 5. p. 541. daca senatum. 
72 Co ae 3 g. tit. p°: ut 78 (Ovid. ex Ponto, 1. 1. Ep. 1. 
supra, leg. 5 . p. 274.) Indul- v. 64. Ep.] 
gentia, on ‘Conceripti quos li- 
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emperors were willing to grant what indulgence they could to 
men’s bodies at this holy festival, that criminals might partake - 
of their clemency shown in imitation of their Lord, and use the 
opportunity to do something more for themselves, by having 
recourse to heaven as penitents, and applying to the throne of 
grace for a more effectual pardon. 

7. We may observe further out of the forementioned place a 
of Gregory Nyssen 7, that it was usual at this time not only usual more 
to release criminals out of prison by a public act of the State, but ‘han ordi- 
for private men also to show their charity to their fellow mentoshow 
creatures, by granting slaves their manumission or freedom, ae aa 
@s a proper expression of mercy becoming this holy festival, bed — 
which brought a general redemption from slavery, and univer- peas haa 
sal liberty to mankind by our Saviour’s resurrection. And 
that there might be no clog or impediment to this good dis- 
position cast in men’s way to hinder this kind of charity, the 
law provided, that though all other kinds of legal processes 
should cease for the whole week following this festival, yet 
whatever was necessary to be done by way of charity for the 
manumission of slaves, should be allowed of, as comporting 
with the true intent and design of this holy solemnity. This 
we learn from a law of Theodosius, in the Justinian Code 75, 
which says, ‘ Let all actions at law, whether public or private, 
cease in the fifteen Paschal days,’ that is, in the week before 
and the week after Easter Sunday : ‘ yet all men have liberty 
at this time to grant freedom to their slaves, and whatever acts 
are necessary to be done in law, to promote this end, are not 
prohibited.’ This is the same exception that Constantine had 
made before with respect to the Lord’s-day 76, on which all 
proceedings at law were prohibited, except such as were 
matters of absolute necessity or great charity, among which he 
reckons the manumission of slaves, which therefore was allowed 
at any time, as has been shown before in speaking of the Lord’s- 
day [in the second section of the second chapter of this Book]. 


8. But this was not the only instance of their charity at this ot ie 
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74 See n. 67, preceding. 

76 Cod. Justin. 1. 3. tit. 12. de 
Feriis, leg. 8. (t. 4. p. 608.) Actus 
omnes, seu publici sunt seu privati, 
diebus quindecim Paschalibus con- 
quiescant. In his tamen et emanci- 


pandi et manumittendi cuncti licen- 
tiam habeant; et super his acta non 
prohibeantur. 
76 Cod. Theod. 1. 2. tit. 3. de 
yg leg. 1. See ch. 2. 8.2. p. 237. 
n.§ 
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bera dona- holy season. For they were ambitious at this time especially 
to show their liberality to the poor; nothing being thought 
more congruous and suitable to the occasion, than for men to 
make the hearts of the poor rejoice, at a time when they 
remembered the common fountain of their mercies, as Com- 
modian 77 words it in his Instructions. Upon this account 
Eusebius7® tells us Constantine was used, as soon as the morn- 
ning of Easter-day appeared, to open his hand in hberality to 
all nations, provinces, and people; bestowing rich gifts upon 
them, in imitation of the beneficence of the common Saviour of 
mankind. 
ee 9. Neither did they confine their acts of piety and devotion 
Easter-day to Easter-day, but kept the whole week following in the 
air ae strictest manner, as part of the same festival; holding religious 
‘ mons, com- assemblies every day not only for prayer, but for preaching 
page and receiving the communion also. This is evident in part 
of the same from what has been observed in the beginning of the first sec- 
festival. tion of this chapter, that the Paschal solemnity in its full 
extent including fifteen days, or two whole weeks, the one 
before, and the other after Easter-day. 

Concerning that which followed after, (and of that we are 
only speaking here,) Chrysostom79 says plainly, that they had 
sermons every day throughout the whole week. For seven 
days together we hold religious assemblies, and prepare a 
spiritual table for you, making you partakers of the divine 
oracles, and every day anointing you, (he means with the spi- 
ritual unction of instruction,) and arming you against the Devil. 
A little after he says again, ‘Seven days together ye have 
preaching, that ye may learn perfectly to wrestle with your 
enemy ;’ and he calls the whole solemnity ‘a spiritual marriage,’ 


7 Instruct. c. 75. (ap. Galland. t. 3. p. 649 b.) 
Congruit in Pascha, die felicissimo nostro ; 
Letentur et ill, qui postulant sumpta divina: 
Erogetur eis, quod sufficit, vinum et esca. 


78 Vit. Constant. l. 4. ¢. 22. (ve I. 
p- 637. 17.) AtahaBovons G€ ris €w, 
Tas OWTNplovs EvEepyecias Bipoupevos, 
maow eOveow Aaois Te cai Snuows thy 
evepyerixny eEnmdov deEvav, ovata 
mavta Trois Tact Owpovpevos. 

79 Hom. 34. de Resurrect. Christ. 
t. 5. pp. 531 et 532. [Bened. Cont. 


Ebrios. et de Resurrect. ] (t. 2. p. 
445 b, d.) Ara rovro érra npepas 
ebetiis ouvagiv emtreAouper, mY 
mevparinny opiy TmapatiOepevot Tpa- 
me(av" mrovourtes Upas drrohaveww Beto 
oyiwy. .... Ata Tovro émra npepas 
epefins drrodavere d:dacxaXias, dore 
axpiBas pabely ra wadaiopara. 
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which, after the manner of other marriage-solemnities, lasted 
seven days. Upon this account the author of the Constitu- 
tions®° requires servants to rest from their labour this whole 
week, that they might attend sermons and other offices of di- 
vine service. The same is required in the second Council of 
Mascon ®!: ‘On those six most holy days let no one presume 
to do any servile labour, but let all with one consent attend 
the service of the Paschal festival, and persevere in offering up 
their daily sacrifices, praising him who created and redeemed 
us both evening and morning and at noon-day.’ And to the 
same purpose the Council of Trullo®?: ‘ From the holy day of 
the resurrection of Christ our God to new Sunday,—péxpe rtijs 
xawwijs Kuptaxijs,—all the faithful ought to spend their time at 
church, and exercise themselves incessantly the whole week in 
psalms and hymns and spiritual songs, rejoicing in Christ, and 
celebrating the festival by attendance on the reading of the 
holy mysteries. For so we shall rise with Christ, and be ex- 
alted with him. Therefore let neither horse-racing, nor any 
other public games or shows, be performed on these days.’ 

10. What this Council here forbids under the name of public All public 
games, is agreeable to former imperial laws, which prohibited fibited 
them not only on Easter-day, as being one of the Lord’s-days, oe 
but extended the prohibition to the whole week after. For 80 son, 
Theodosius Junior ®? had expressly determined, ‘ that at Easter 
and Pentecost all public games and pleasures, both of the 
theatre and circus, should universally be denied to the people 
during the whole time that the newly-baptized wore their 
white and shining garments, representing the light of their 

8 L. 8. C. 33. 3. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 414.) 


Thy peyddny éBdopata macay, Kat TY 
per? aurny apyeirwoay of BotAor, 6 ore 


Ts ayias dvacracipou Xpirrov TOU 
cov nav A ed BEXpL THS Kaus 
Kupiaxys, Thy OAny €B8opasa ey Tats 


7 pev mabovs ¢ early, 7 O€ a dvagracews" 
cai xpeia 8idacxahias, ris 6 Tradwy 
kal avacrds, X ris 5 ovyxwpnoas, f} 
nal dvaornca 

81 C, 2. (t.. 5. . 981 d.) Ut sanc- 
tissimis illis sex diehus nemo servile 
opus audeat facere, sed omnes simul 
coadunati, hymnis Paschalibus in- 
dulgentes, perseverationis nostre 
presentiam quotidianis sacrificiis 
ostendamus, laudantes Creatorem 
ac Regeneratorem nostrum vespere 
et mane et meridie. 

82 C. 66. (t. 6. p. 1171 e.) "Amd 


ayias éxxAnoias oxoAdfery dei ara- 
padeinros TOUS mioTOUs, €v Wahpois 
Kat vpvors xal @dais Tvevparixais eu- 
Pparvopevovs ev Xpior@ Kat éopra- 
(ovras, cal 7] Tey beicov T'papoy a dva- 
yore mpoaéxovras, Kai T@Y ayioy 
puoTnpiov Katrarpupovras” éodpeOa 
zs ovTre Xpior~ cuvancrdpevol Te 
xa TuvavvYpoupevot. Mndapes ouv ep 
Tats Mpoxetevacs nuépats immospopia 
4 érépa Snpwdns ar emteXcio bo. 

8 Cod. The .15. tit. 5. de 
Spectaculis, leg. 5. 325 before, ch. 
2.8.4. p. 248. n. 88. 
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heavenly washing :’ that is till the Sunday following, which, 
as we shall see by and by, was the conclusion of this festival: 
and the reason of this prohibition is there given: ‘ because 
during this season the minds of Christians ought wholly to be 
employed in the worship of God.’ And the prohibition extends 
also to Jews and Gentiles, who are so far obliged to pay a re- 
spect to this holy time, as to know how to make a distinction 

between days of supplication and days of pleasure. 
And all 11. And for the same reason all proceedings at law were 
proceedings prohibited at this season, except in some special and extraor- 
ceptin some dinary cases. As the case of manumission of slaves, which 
_ being a case of great charity, was allowed at all seasons; as 
nary cases. has been noted before® out of Gregory Nyssen and a law of 
Theodosius, which allows and confirms all acts of law that were 
necessary to be done in order to set slaves at liberty and give 
them their freedom. And a like exception was made by Theo- 
dosius Junior and Honorius®> in the case of trying pirates, be- 
cause this was necessary to be done immediately for the sake 
of the public safety: and therefore the examination of such 
criminals was allowed in Lent, and on the Easter festival. But, 
excepting such cases of necessity and charity, all other actions 
at law were entirely superseded at this time in honour of the 
Paschal festival. There are laws of Theodosius in both the 
Codes®® to this purpose, that the whole fifteen days of the 
Paschal solemnity, that is, the week before Easter-day, called 
the Great Week in Lent, and the week following, should be 
times of perfect vacation from all actions and business of the 
law; the forementioned cases only excepted. And they are 
often mentioned and referred to by St. Austin 8?, Chrysostom 8S, 


84 Ss. 6 and 7 of this chapter, nn. bus feriatis et devotionum absque 
67 and 75, preceding. See also be- ulla observatione peragenda est. 
fore, ch. 2. 8. 2. p. 236. 86 Cod. Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de Fe- 

85 Cod. Theod. 1. 9. tit. 35. de riis, leg. 2. (t. 1. p.121.)... Sanctos 
Questionibus, leg. 7. (t.3. p. 255.) quoque Pasche dies, qui septeno 
Provinciarum judices moneantur, ut vel precedunt numero vel sequun- 
in Isaurorum latronum questioni- tur, in eadem observatione nume- 
bus nullum Quadragesime, nec ramus.—Cod. Justin. de Feriis, legg. 
venerabilem Pascharum diem exis- 2, 7, 8. (t. 4. pp. 605, 607, 608.) 
timent excipiendum, ne differatur 9&7 Serm. 19. ex 40. a Sirmondo 
sceleratorum proditio consiliorum, editis. See n. 91, following. 
&c.—Conf. ibid. 1.13. tit.5. de Na- | 88 Hom. 30. in Gen. et in Ps.145. 
viculariis, leg. 38. (t. 5. p. 90.) Hu- See nn. 69 and 70, preceding. 
jusmodi igitur inquisitio etiam die- 
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and others, who need not here be repeated, because they have 
been alleged before upon other occasions in the first and sixth 
sections of this chapter. 
12. Neither need I remark here, that Easter was the most TheSunday 
noted and solemn time of baptism in the Church, because of reenter, 


commonly 
this the reader has had a particular account before ®9 in treating called Do- 


of baptism: but I only observe, that the Sunday after Easter, ae 
which was the conclusion of the Paschal feast, was usually ob- ig 
served with great solemnity. For on this day the neophytes, observed 
or persons newly baptized, were wont to lay aside their white biel ry 
garments, and commit them to the repository of the church. ss the con- 
Whence, as it was sometimes called the octaves of Easter, as eae 
being the conclusion of the Paschal festival, so more commonly festival. 
it was known by the name of Dominica in albis, the Sunday 
of Albes, or white garments. Under which denominations we 
meet with it several times in St. Austin in his Sermons upon 
this day: some of which® are said to be preached Dominica 
¢n Octavis Pasche ; and others?! Dominica in Albis, if any 
stress is to be laid upon the titles, which perhaps may have 
been added by other writers about the time of Charles the 
Great, in whose days these were the common appellations 
among all the Ritualists of the Latin Church. 

But the Greek writers give it another name, viz. Kat) 
Kvupiaxi), or Ataxawunjowos, the New Sunday. Under which 
title Nazianzen % and Chrysostom %* have Sermons upon it, 
and the Council of Trullo %> mentions it under the same de- 
nomination, saying, ‘from the day of the Lord’s resurrection 


to the new Lord’s-day men shall attend at church to singing, 


89 See b.11. ch. 6. 8. 7. v. 4. p. 
105. 
%0 Serm. 160. de Tempore. (al. 
Serm. 376.] (t. 5. p. 1468 e.)—It. 
162. [ Corrige 157. al. Append. Serm. 
172.] (t. 5. append. p. 296 c.)—It. 
163. [al. a er Serm. 168. ] (ibid. 
p-. 292 f.)—It. 164. [al. Serm. 224.] 
(t.5. p.968a.) [In the Benedictine 
Edition the two last are entitled 
simply, In die Pasche. Serm. 162, 
which is Serm. 171 of the Appen- 
dix, is entitled, In Pascha 13, de 
Resurrectione Mortuorum. Ep] 

91 Sse Ig. ex 40. a Sirmond. 
edit. | al. Serm. 259.] (t.5. p. 1059.) 


In die Dominico octavarum Pasche. 
This is the title of the Benedictine 
Editors. Ep. ] 

92 Vid. Vicecom. de Ritibus y 
tism. l. 5. c. 12. : » seqq. 
ritu een atid pont et de 
tempore, quo baptizati ipsam defe- 
rebant. 

%3 Orat. 43. In Dominicam No- 
vam. (t.1. p. 697 b.) The title. 

34 Hom. oe In Dominicam No- 
vam. Ed. Savil. t. 7. p. 575. (t. 12. 
p- 804.) Els ryy» Kas)» Kupiaxny, 


x. T. A. 
% C. 66. See before, n. 82, pre- 
ceding. 
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reading the Scriptures, and participating of the holy mysteries.’ 
It was so called from the renovation of men by the new birth of 
baptism ; being the close of the great festival of Easter, at which 
they were baptized, and born anew of water and the Holy Ghost, 
and then clothed in new and white garments, emblems of their 
new light and birth ; which being laid aside again the Sunday 
following, the day was called the new Lord’s-day from the 
whole action that went before it: as the six days of the week 
preceding it were called dies neophytorum, the days of the 
neophytes, or the newly-baptized, for the same reason; as we 
find in St. Austin, who, speaking of the time from Easter 
Sunday to the Sunday following inclusively, styles it octo dies 
neophytorum, the eight days of the neophytes, taking both 
Sundays into the number. 


CHAP. VL. 
Of Pentecost, or Whitsuntide. 


Pentecost 1. THe next great festival was that of Pentecost, which is 
double. ‘t@ken in a double sense among the Ancients. For sometimes 
sensea- it signifies the whole space of fifty days between Easter and 
Ancients. Whitsuntide, which was one continued festival ; and sometimes 
First, for it was taken in a more restrained sense for that particular 
days be- | time which was set aside for the commemoration of the descent 
tween Eas- of the Holy Ghost upon the Apostles. In the former accepta- 
Whitsun- tion Tertullian! speaks of it, when he tells the Christians, by 
ied rei way of triumph over the Heathens, ‘ that the Heathen festivals 
for the sin- were but a single day in the return of every year: but the 
Sadbee bie Christians had a festival every eighth day, (meaning the 

Lord’s-day :) and besides that, they had one continued festival 

of fifty days, which was more than all the festivals the Heathen 

could pretend to reckon up in a whole year.’ So again he 

says in another place 2, ‘that Pentecost was a large space of 


% Ep. rig. (al. 55.] ad Januar. festus est: tibi octavus quisque dies 
c.17. (t. 2. p. 141d.) Nam ut qua- [al. octavo quoque die. xcerpe 
draginta illi dies ante Pascha ob-  singulas solemnitates nationum, et 
serventur, ecclesiz consuetudo ro- in ordinem exsere [al. texe]; Pente- 
boravit, sic etiam ut octo dies neo- costen implere non poterunt. 
phytorum distinguantur a ceteris, 2 De Bapt. c. 19. (p. 232 b.) Ex- 
id est, ut octavus primo concinat. inde Pentecoste ordinandis lavacris 

' De Idolol. c. 14. (p. 24 b.) Nam _latissimum spatium est, quo et Do- 
ethnicis semel annuus dies quisque mini resurrectio inter discipulos fre- 
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time appointed by the Church for administering of baptism, 
during which season the resurrection of the Lord was fre- 
quently demonstrated to the disciples, and the grace of the 
Holy Ghost was first poured out upon them.’ Where it is 
plain he takes Pentecost not barely for the day on which the 
Holy Ghost descended on the Apostles, but for the whole time 
that our Saviour conversed amongst his disciples, to give them 
proof of his resurrection. Therefore, though Vicecomes® re- 
prehends Ludovicus Vives for asserting this, yet Habertus ¢ 
defends him out of these places of Tertullian; and Dr. Cave 5 
and other learned men are of the same opinion. Particularly 
Gothofred takes a great deal of pains to prove this to be the 
meaning of Quinguagesima, which is the Latin name for 
Pentecost, in that famous law of Theodosius Junior®, where he 
prohibits all public games and sports, during the solemnities of 
Easter and Pentecost, which solemnities are there described by 
these two circumstances or characters : first, that the neophytes 
then laid aside their white and bright garments 7, representing 
the new light and brightness of their holy and heavenly wash- 
ing ; and secondly, that at this season the Acts of the Apostles 
called the Apostolical Passions, were read in commemoration 
and confirmation of the great doctrine of Christianity, our 
Lord’s resurrection. 


2. The latter of these circumstances is a peculiar charac- Drs. 


uentita est, et gratia Spiritus Sanc- 
ti dedicata, &c.—See Can. Apost. 
37. (al. 38.] (Cotel. (c. 30.] v. 1. p. 
442.) et c. 20. C. Antioch. (t. 2. p. 

70 e.) where mention is made of the 

ourth week in Pentecost. 

3 De Rit. Bapt. 1. 1. c. 23. (p. 
152.) Neque assentior Ludovico Vi 
vil, i in grammatice ludo edoctus, 
S. Augustini libros de Civitate Dei 
exponere parum feliciter aggressus 
est. Is enim (Nota K. in c. 8. 1. 22.) 
a Paschate ad Pentecosten baptis- 
mum quotidie administrari solitum, 
nullo auctore, affirmat. 

4 Archierat. part. 8. observ. 5. 
(p. 134.) Immerito Josephus Vice- 
comes, opere de Baptismi Ritibus, 
sugillat Ludovicum Vivem, quod 
dixerit, id moris fuisse, ut toto illo 
temporis decursu a Pascha ad Pen- 
tecosten baptizaretur : nullo, inquit, 


auctore. Sed nos auctorem illi sub- 
ministramus, Tertullianum, Lib. de 
Baptismo, ad fin.; Dtem baptismo 
solemntorem, &c. 

5 Primitive Christianity, part 1. 
ch. 10. p. 397. (p. 149.) When I say 
that these were the two fixed times 
of baptism, &c. 

6 Cod. Theod. 1. 15. tit. 5. de 
Spectaculis, leg. 5. (t. 5. p. 353.) 
Pasche etiam et Quinquagesime 
diebus, (quamdiu ceelestis lumen la- 
vacri, imitantia novam sancti baptis- 
matis lucem, vastimenta testantur: 
quo tempore et commemoratio Apo- 
stolicee Passionis, potius Christian- 
itatis magistre, a cunctis jure cele- 
bratur,) omni theatrorum atque cir- 
censium voluptate populis denegata, 
& 


c. 
7 See b. 12. ch. 4. 8.6. v. 4. p. 
236. n. 49. 
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panrant Easter and Whitsuntide, during which time it was customary 
eelfin a in the Church to read the Acts of the Apostles, as we learn 
meditating from several passages in Chrysostom, which plainly show that 
rare he takes Pentecost for the whole fifty days between Easter- 


Apostles,as day and Whitsunday. One of his Homilies * is chiefly spent 
the great’ in giving an answer to this question, Why the Acts of the 
The sermon itself bears this 
title; and in answer to the question he says, ‘ that on every 
festival such portions of Scripture were read as particularly 
related to that festival, Thus on the day of our Saviour's 
passion all such Scriptures were read as had any relation to 
the cross; on the Great Sabbath, or Saturday before Easter, 
they read all such portions of Scripture as contained the 
history of his being betrayed, crucified, dead, and buried ; on 
Easter-day they read such passages as gave an account of his 
resurrection.’ But then it seemed a difficulty why the Acts of 
the Apostles, which contain the history of their miracles done 
after Pentecost, should be read in this interval, before Pente- 
cost was fully ended. To this he answers, ‘that the miracles 
of the Apostles contained in that book were the great demon- 
stration of our Saviour’s resurrection: and therefore the 
Church appointed that book to be read always immediately 
_after our Saviour’s resurrection, to give men the evidences and 
proofs of that holy mystery, which was the completion of their 
redemption.’ And hence it became a standing rule over the 
whole Church to read the Acts in these fifty days of Pentecost, 
as appears from many other places of Chrysostom 9, Austin !°, 
Cassian", and the fourth Council of Toledo!2, which because 


tion of our Apostles are read in Pentecost? 
Lord’s re- 
surrection. 


8 Hom. 63. Cur in Pentecoste incipit liber ipse legi. Hodie cepit 


Acta legantur. tom. 5. p. 949. See 
b. 14. ch. 3. 8. 3. Vv. 5. p. 55. mn. 
23, 24. 

® Hom. 33. in Gen. p. 478. See 
b. 13. ch. 6. 8. 2. v. 4. p. 449. n. 37. 
—Hom. 47. t.5. p.637. See b. 14. 
ch. 3. 8. 3. Vv. 5. p. 56. n. 25.—Hom. 
48. in Inscript. Altar. t.5. p. 650. 
See ibid. n. 26. 

10 Tractat. 6. in Ioan. t. 9. p. 24. 
See ibid. p. 54. n. 22.—Conf. Hom. 
83. de Bai ag Gr Serm. 227.] (t. 5. 
Pp. 973 e.] In Actibus Apostolorum 
advertite, quando legitur. Modo 


liber, qui vocatur Actuum Apostolo- 
rum.— Hom. 93 de Divers. {al. 
Serm. 315.] (ibid. p. 1261 e.) Ipse 
liber incipit legi a Dominico Pasche, 
sicut se consuetudo habet ecclesiz. 
In hoc ergo libro, cui titulus est, 
Actus Apostolorum, audistis, &c. 


D. 

ll Instit. 1. 2. c.6. See b. 13. 
c. 10. 8.14. V.4. p.571., the latter 
part of n. 67. 

12 C. 16. See b. 14. ch. 3. 8.3- 


V.5. p- 57. D. 29. 
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3. 


I have had occasion to recite at large in a former Book}, I 
forbear to repeat in this place. 

3. During this season likewise they generally prohibited all an = 
fasting and kneeling at prayers, as on the Lord’s-day, because ing at 
at this time they more especially celebrated with joy the Peehibi = 
memorial of our Saviour’s resurrection. This is plain from at this sea- 
those words of Tertullian'*, ‘We count it unlawful to fast, or DO’ vite. 
to worship kneeling on the Lord’ s-day; and we enjoy the same day. 
immunity from Easter to Pentecost.’ Epiphanius’ says the 
same, that though the ascetics of the Church fasted on the 
stationary days, that is, Wednesdays and Fridays, or other 
times, yet they neither fasted nor kneeled on the Lord’s-day, 
or the whole fifty days of Pentecost. And this custom about 
kneeling was made a standing rule by the Council of Nice: for 
‘ Whereas,’ say they!®, ‘there are some who kneel on the 
Lord’s-day, and the fifty days of Pentecost; that an uniform 
way of worship may be observed in all Churches, it seems 
good to the holy synod that prayer be made to God standing.’ 
Yet all Churches did not exactly conform to this rule, nor 
observe these customs so precisely in Pentecost, as they did on 
the Lord’s-day. For St. Austin!” says he was not certain that 
these things were in use in all Churches, either in Pentecost 
or the Lord’s-day. And Cassian!® says more expressly, that 
in the monasteries of Syria, they had no great regard to this 
rule, which forbad kneeling at prayers or fasting in Pentecost, 
though their neighbours, the Egyptians, were very precise and 
punctual in the observation of both those customs; which 
made him more curious to inquire into the ground and reason 


13 B. one ch. 3.8. 3. See the pre- 

z edi 3: p 

° Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102 a.) 
Die Dominico jejunium nefas duci- 
mus, vel de geniculis adorare. Ea- 
dem immunitate a die Pasche in 
Pentecosten usque gaudemus. 

19 Expos. Fid. in 22. (t. 1. p. 
1105 a.) .. . Aixa poms THs ev- 
KooTNs Bans Toy mevTnKovTa TE pov, 
ev als otre youurhicias yivovrat, obre 
wmorteia mpooreraxrat. 

16 C, 20. (t. 2. p. 37 e.) ’Eradn 
Ties clow € év 77] Kupsaxy yoru kivov- 
Tes, xal éy rais Tevryxoorijs npépats 
ae Toy Tayra éy 1 mapoiig i 


AdrrecOa, éor&ras e8okfe 17 


o-_ ras evxas anodiddva ro Oeg. 
7 Ep. 119. (al. 5 ad Januar. 
.(t.2.p. 141 tok t autem stan- 

one in illis diebus, et omnibus Do- 

minicis oremus, utrum ubique ser- 
vetur ignoro. 

18 ae 21. c. IT. (p.560.).... 
Coepimus diligentius percontari, cur 
apud eos [ A‘gyptios] tanta obser- 
vantia caveretur, ne quis penitus 
totis Quinquagesime diebus vel 
genua in oratione curvaret, vel us- 
que ad horam nonam jejunare pre- 
sumeret, eoque id diligentius per- 
scrutabamur, quod nequaquam hoc 
tanta cautione servari in Syrise mo- 
nasteriis videramus. 
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of these observations : and their answer was", ‘that this festival 
being kept in honour and memory of our Saviour’s resurrec- 
tion, it was a time of more than ordinary joy; and fasting and 
kneeling were incongruous at such a season, because they were 
indications of deep mourning, and a more than ordinary re- 
pentance: therefore they neither fasted nor prayed kneeling 
on these days, or the Lord’s-day, but sung praises and halle- 
lujahs to God, in honour and thankfulness for our Saviour’s 
resurrection.’ 

This custom of singing Hallelujah ! in many Churches was 
peculiar to this season; but in some Churches it was used 
upon other occasions. Of which the reader may find a full 
account in a former Book '9, where we treat of the psalmody 
of the Church. 

4. To proceed with the present festival, we may observe 
further, that it was of so great esteem and veneration, that 
Theodosius Junior, a pious prince, thought it proper to forbid 
all public games and diversions, as well of the theatre as the 
circus, during this whole season, ‘ because this was a time of 
more solemn worship, when the minds of Christians ought to 
be wholly employed in the service of God, and commemorating 
of those wonderful miracles that were wrought in confirmation 
of the Gospel by the hand of the Apostles,’ as he words it m 


_ his law2° made for this purpose. But business of law and ad- 


ministration of justice was a more necessary thing than sports 
and pastimes; and therefore there was no cessation of those 
enjoined at this season, but only in the first week after Easter, 
which was reckoned into the Paschal festival. As soon as this 
was over, the law was open again, and all actions commenced 
afresh, as at other times, which is evident from that discourse 
of St. Austin, which he preached on the Dominica in Albis, or 
Octaves of Easter, where he says?!, ‘ The days of vacation are 
now past, and those of convening, exactions, and lawsuits 
succeed in their room.’ So that in this respect the remainder 


18 Tbid. c. 20. (p. 566.) Ideo Spectaculis, leg.5. See ch. 2. 8. 4. 
namque in istis (al. ipsis] diebuenee p. 248. n. 88. 


[in] genua in oratione curvantur, 21 Serm. 19. ex 40. a Sirmond. 
quia inflexio genuum velut poeniten- edit. t. 10. p. 811. [al. Serm. 259.] 
tiz ac luctus judicium. (t.5. p. 1064 b.) Peracti sunt dies 

19 B. 14. ch. 2. 8. 4. V.5. p. 35. feriati, succedent jam illi conventio- 


20 Cod. Theod. 1. 15. tit. 5. de num, exactionum, litigiorum. 
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of these fifty days was inferior to the other great festivals ; 
but this was the only thing in which there appears to be any 
distinction or difference in law made between them. And in 
regard to ecclesiastical affairs, they were observed with almost 
the same religious solemnity as the other festivals, as appears 
from what has now been said upon them: only some learned 
men make a just remark, that the observation of this solemnity 
did not oblige men, especially those of the poorer sort, to a 
strict abstinence from bodily labour. For this was a rule only 
for the Lord’s-day, and some of the greater festivals, as appears 
from the author of the Constitutions, who, speaking of the days 
on which servants were to rest from their labour22, mentions 
the Lord’s-day, and the Sabbath, and the Nativity of Christ, 
and Epiphany, and the Great Week in Lent, and Easter-week, 
and Ascension-day, and Pentecost, as it signifies the particular 
day of the descent of the Holy Ghost upon the Apostles, but 
says nothing of Pentecost in the larger acceptation, as it 
signifies the whole fifty days between Easter and Whitsuntide. 

The Council of Eliberis has a pretty severe canon against 
some who kept Pentecost at a wrong season, not fifty, but forty 
days after Easter. But it does not clearly appear that they 
intended the whole fifty days should be observed, but only the 
particular day of Pentecost at its proper season. Or if they 
intended more, yet Albaspinseus?4 thinks they made no rule 


22 L.8. c. 33. (Cotel. v. 1. p.415.) terea certum est superioribus tem- 
«+. Tv Tevrnxoorjy dpyeirwcay, da ribus Pentecostes non unicum 


TH Tapovciay rou Ayiou Lyvevparos, 
rny Swpnbeicay Trois morevoacw els 
Xpuorrdy. 

23 C. 43. (t.1. p.975 ¢.) Pravam 
institutionem emendari placuit, juxta 
auctoritatem Scripturarum, ut’cuncti 
diem Pentecostes post Pascha cele- 
bremus, non Quadragesimam, sed 
{al. nisi] Quinquagesimam. Qui 
non fecent, novam heresim indux- 
isse notetur. 

24 In loc. (ibid. p. 1000 e.) Non 
omnino liquet hoc canone decretum, 
diem duntaxat Pentecostes, an quin- 
query st Pascha dies celebran- 

os. Vulgaris lectio de solo Pente- 
costes die, emendata totos quinqua- 
ginta dies festivos habendos statuisse 
videtur, his adjectis, non Quadra- 
gesimam, nist Quinquagesimam. Pre- 


iem, a Paschate ad Pentecosten 
totos dies a Christianis celebratos. 
Tertullianus : Ezcerpe singulas fes- 
tsvitates nationum, vix Pentecosten 
smplere poterunt. Nicenum quoque 
Concilium, eosdem quinquaginta 
dies solemnes fuisse indicat, vetitis 
adgeniculationibus. Quapropter in 
eam potius sententiam hunc cano- 
nem acciperem, ut dies ma ecg 
quam unicum Pentecostes diem ob- 
servandum statuat. Verum qua cere- 
monia quinquaginta illi dies tradu- 
cerentur, non liquet: non cessatione 
Operarum ; neque enim credibile 
videbitur, tenuiorum sane et inopum 
causa, quos ab intermissione laboris 
Pagani facile internoscere potuis- 
sent. Quapropter potius existimarim, 
quantum ego conjicere possum, dies 
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about keeping these days as days of perfect vacation from 
bodily labour, but only days of relaxation from fasting and 
kneeling, and days of public joy and thanksgiving, and holding 
rcligious assemblies for prayer and receiving the eucharist, 
which probably was administered every day during this whole 
season. And in these things consisted the observation of Pen- 
tecost in this larger acceptation. 


seen- 5. In the course of this long continued festival of Pentecost 
mp we are to take more special notice of one particular day, before 


ybser- we come to Whitsunday; that is, of the feast of our Saviour’s 
“ascension or assumption into heaven. The observation of this 
festival was so ancient, that St. Austin could derive its original 

from no other fountain, but either apostolical institution, or the 
general agreement of the Church in some plenary Council. 
‘For those things,’ says he 25, ‘which are received and ob- 
served over all the world, not as written in Scripture, but as 
handed down to us by tradition, we conceive to be either insti- 
tuted by the Apostles themselves, or some numerous Councils, 
whose authority is of very great use in the Church. Such are 

the anniversary solemnities of our Saviour’s passion, and resur- 
rection, and ascension into heaven, and the coming of the Holy 
Ghost from heaven.’ It is certain, therefore, the feast of As- 
cension was generally observed all over the Church long before 

_ St. Austin’s time. Chrysostom often speaks of it under the 
name of 'AvdAnyes, or our Lord’s Assumption into heaven. For 

not to mention those two Sermons in Sir H. Savil’s edition 
upon the Ascension*®, which are reckoned spurious?’, he has 

one upon the Assumption?§, the credit of which was never 


illos celebrari et agitari consuevisse, 
publicis de more missarum sacri- 
ficiis, eucharistize quoque sumptione 
sanctissime obita, aut elogiis reci- 
tandis. Addo etiam commune quod- 
dam et publicum gaudium, quo elati 
jejunare desinerent, Deumque stan- 
tes, omissa genuflectione, “audibue 
et hymnis extollerent, et benedice- 
rent. 

20 Ep. 118. [al. 54.] ad Januar. 
c. I. (t. 2. p.124 b.) [la autem que 
non scripta, sed tradita custodimus, 
quze quidem toto terrarum orbe ob- 
servantur, datur intelligi, vel ab 
ipsis Apostolis, vel plenariis Con- 


ciliis, quorum est in ecclesia salu- 
berrima auctoritas, commendata at- 
ue statuta retineri. Sicuti quod 
omini passio, et resurrectio, et as- 
censio in ccelum, et adventus de 
celo Spiritus Sancti anniversanma 
solemnitate celebrantur. 

26 Homm. 63 et 74. (Ed. Savil. 
t. 7. p. 426 et p. 466.) Ets ’AvdAnyy 
rov Kupiov nov "Inoov Xpiorov— 
Eis thy ayiay "AvdAnyw rou Kupiov 
nav 'Incov Xptorov. 

27 (Vid. Ed. Bened. Paris. 1718- 
38. t. 3. p. 781. et t. 11. p. 800., inter 
Spuria. Ep.] 

28 Hom. 35. in Assumpt. (Ed. 
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called in question 29, wherein he styles this festival ‘ the illus- 
trious and refulgent day of our Lord’s assumption into heaven.’ 
And in another Homily upon Whitsunday®, recounting the 
great solemnities that had just gone before, he says, ‘We have 
lately celebrated our Saviour’s passion, his resurrection, and 
then his &votoy els otpavdr, his return to heaven,’ that is, the 
feast of his ascension. In like manner the author of the Con- 
stitutions3! puts Ascension-day into the number of the great 
Christian festivals, because on this day our Saviour’s economy 
on earth was completed. 

Among the Cappadocians the day was called Episozomene ; 
for so Leo Allatius 3? tells us he found it noted in a manuscript 
of Gregory Nyssen’s works. And one of Chrysostom’s Homi- 
lies®3 is said to be preached Kupraxy Dwfopéyns, or ’Emow(o- 


Savil. t.5. p.s9s.) See the words 
in the next note. 


Duceus and the Frankfort edition 
of 1697-8. But Montfaucon (t. 2. 


€ 
ovo-ay npépay, K.T.AX. End 
Hom. 37. in Pentecost. p. 560. 
(t. 2. p. 469 a.) ...... Ipéroy [al. 
mpony | ev ovv €oprdcapey Troy orav- 
pov, rd mdfos, a ek avdoracw, pera 
ravra tiv els ovpavdy dyodoy rov 
Kupioy npay 'Inoov Xpiorov. 

1 L. 8. c. 33. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 415.) 
o2.- THY 'Avadnyw apyeirwcay, bia 
TO wépas Tis xara Xpiordv olkovo- 


S. 
= De Dominic. et Hebdomad. 
Grecor. n. 28. (p. 1460.) Ascensio 

ue Domini apud Cappadoces 
"Emow{oneymn dicebatur. Erat an- 
notatum in manuscripto codice Gre- 
gorii Nysseni: Tq émixwpip rév 
Kammadoxay Oe 'Emiowlopevn réye- 
ras "AvaAdn is rov Kupiou nay Incov 
Xpiorrov. iturque inter Andrian- 


tas Chrysostomi Homilia, Tj Kupi- 
axj tis Emow{opevns. Latinis hxc 
Dominica est, Quinta post Pascha. 


Hebdomas ista dvadnyipos, a festi- 
Vitate "AvaAmeos, vocatur a Theo- 
doro Studita. 

33 [Ty Kuptaxy ris Swfoueyns ac- 
cording to the old edition of Fronto 


p. 188.) and Savil (t. 6. p. 588.) 
read ris’Emowfoueyns. Upon which 
the annotation (ad Hom. 58. q. est 
Tlepi ’Avdpiavrwy 19. ibid. p. 809.) 
observes, Hoc est Domsnica prozima 
post Pascha, Dominica in Albis. But 
the Benedictine editor (ubi supra, 
not. ad tit.) remarks, ‘ Erat autem 
’Emow{ouévn dies Ascensionis, ut 
ait Simeon Allatius. Kuptaxy vero 
Tis "Emawf{opéerns Dominica quinta 
post Pascha. ‘Quod vero id diffi- 
cultate non vacet pluribus ea de re 
disseruimus in Monito. Certe hic 
alia prorsus Dominica indicari vide- 
tur.’ The Monitum referred to 
(Preefat. ad t. 2. p. 7.) is as follows, 
which also combats the opinion of 
Sir H. Savil’s editors: ‘ Decima 
nona Homilia est, ut titulus habet, 
Tp Kuptaxn rns ’Emiowfopevns, vel ut 
legit Fronto Duczus, ris Zwfopeyns, 
Dominica Servate. Apud Cappa- 
doces ’"Emiow{openy esse Ascensio- 
nem Domini ait Allatius libro de 
Dominicis et Hebdomadibus Gre- 
corum, cui ibidem addit Dominicam 
"Emow{opems esse quintam post 
Pascha, eam scilicet que precedit 
Ascensionem Domini. Savilius au- 
tem ait esse Dominicam in Albis, 
nescio unde id expiscatus. At non 
dubium videtur esse illam aliquam 
ex Dominicis postremis Quadra- 


$36 Of Pentecost, XX.1 


pévys, which the curators of Sir H. Savil’s edition take to be 
Dominica in Albis, or the Sunday after Easter; but Suice- 
rus#4 and Allatius®> understand it of the Sunday after Ascen- 
sion-day, which from thence took its denomination. Why 
Ascension-day was so called is not very easy to conjecture. 
Perhaps it might be, because by our Saviour’s assumption into 
heaven again, the whole economy of his incarnation and the 
world’s redemption was now completed, as the author of the 
Constitutions 36 words it. And Chrysostom?” much after the 
same manner says, ‘ On this day God and man were reconciled 
together; on this day that ancient enmity was destroyed, and 
that long war ended; on this day an admirable and unex- 
pected peace was restored to us. After God in his anger had 
destroyed man and beast from off the earth by an universal 
deluge, we that were unworthy of the earth were this day 
exalted to heaven; we that were not worthy to reign below, 
were advanced to a kingdom above. We ascended above the 
heavens, and took possession of a royal throne; and that 
nature of ours, against which the Cherubims were set to guard 
Paradise, was this day set above the Cherubims.’ He means, 
that Christ, as the first-fruits of our nature in perfection, was 
exalted unto heaven; and all his members in some measure 
now partake of that glory, and hope in due time to meet him 
_in the clouds, and to be translated to the same place, whither 
their forerunner is gone before them. 

This is the best account I can give at present of the name 
Episozomene, and the application of it to the celebrated festival 
of our Saviour’s ascension or assumption into heaven. I need 


gesime, sed, ut putat Tillemontius, rd roy dvOpomayv vaot yévos. 


Dominicam a cul ego potius 
aupuior. - 
Thes. Eccles. voce, 'Emoo- 
Couey. (t. 1. p. 1194.) Quid ’Emow- 
(ouevn sit, ducet Leo Allatius de 
Dominicis et Hebdomadibus Gre- 
— : Ascensio apud Cappadoces, 
c 
35> Ubi supra. See n. 32, pre- 
ceding. 
36 Ubi supra. See n. 31, pre- 
ceding. 
37 Hom. 35. in Ascens. t. 5. PP. 
535» 536. (t. 2. p. 448 e. et 449 d.) 
Znpepov yap xaraAXayai ro Ge@ mpds 


21Hepov 9) xpovia €xOpa xaredvbn, 
kai 6 paxpos médepos [aynpeOn. Be- 
ned.| ojpepov eipnyn Oavpacia ris 
énavi Ber, ovderore mpoadoxnGeica 
mporepov’ ris yap dv FAmoer, ore Oeds 
avOpame karaAAarreo Bat epedAev ; ; 
"AN nets, oi THs yas dvafvor a- 
VEVTES, o7nHE pov els oupavous ayn x6n- 
prev’ of pnde THs Karo apyns Gvres 
a£cou, mpos Thy Bagideiay dveBnpey 
TY avo’ vrrepeBnpev Tous ovpavors, 
emtAaBopeBa Tov Opévou Tov Baowe- 
Kou" Kal 7 puars, be hv épudarre roy 
Tapd8errov Ta XepovBip, aurn érare 


tov XepouBip xaOnrar onpepoy. 
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stand now to inquire into the manner of its observation ; 

being in the midst of Pentecost, it certainly had all the so- 

nity that belonged to that festival, and never passed with- 

@ proper discourse, to excite men to elevate their souls, 

ascend with Christ in heart and mind to heaven, in hopes 
btaining it as their proper mansion both for body and soul 

eafter to all eternity. But as for any such ridiculous pa- 

ntry as has been used in some places to represent Christ's 

‘sion in the church, by drawing up an image of Christ to 

roof of the church, and then casting down the image of 

an in flames, to represent his falling as lightning from hea- 

, with abundance more of the same kind, (which the curious 

ler may find described by Hospinian®® out of Naogeorgus,) 

ancient Church was wholly a stranger to it; this being the 

mtion of later ages, when superstitious ceremonies had de- 

ad religion into sport and ridicule, and made the great 

igs of God’s law look more like ludicrous pomp and comedy 

1 venerable mysteries of the Christian faith. But I return 

he ancient Church. 

. The conclusion of this great festival season was Pentecost, Of Pente- 
an in the stricter sense for that particular day commonly alianaad 
ed Whit-Sunday, or Pentecost, when they commemorated senee oe 
descent of the Holy Ghost upon the Apostles; which hap- the an ae 
ing upon the day which the Jews called Pentecost, or the of the de- 


De Fest. Christian. p. 72. (p. lebrari debebat, multa ridicula, im- 

col. sinistr.) In hoc Christi mo profana et impia, in Papatu ho- 
» quo memoria Ascensionis die fiunt, de quibus Thomas Nao- 
isti in ccelos, et complementi georgus, libro 4. Regni Pontificii, 
tis ac redemptionis nostra, ce- ita canit: 


Post venit illa dies, superas qua Christus ad arces 
ndit, quam celebrant itidem potuque ciboque 

Prelargo: qua cuique aliqua est comedenda volucris, 

Haud scio, quapropter. Post prandia templa petuntur. 

Truncus ibi, qui tempus ad hoc est visus in ara, 

In summum trahitur, demisso fune, lacunar, 

Coetu sacrificum deducente atque canente. 

Inde statim Satanz preeceps perturpis imago 

Dejicitur, nonnunquam ardens, diruptaque prorsus. 

Exspectant pueri cupide, virgisque jacentem 

Concidunt, lacerantque in parvas denique partes: 

Postheec dejicitur panis, quem barbara turba 

Nuncupat Oblata[s]: cul spe admixta papyrus 

Imponit pueris: finiunt magno omnia risu. 

Ex laqueari etiam certa syphonibus arte 

Ejaculantut aquas, si quem tinxisse laborant, 

Atgue ita finitur magno fabella cachinno. 

INGHAM, VOL. VII. Z 
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scent of the fiftieth day after the Passover, (a day of great note among the 
ad ote Jews, both for the memorial of the Law delivered at Mount 
Apostles. Sinai, and also for the gathering and bringing in of their 
harvest,) it retained the same name of Pentecost among the 
Christians ; though they kept it not as a Jewish feast, but only 
as a commemoration of the glorious effusion of the Spirit in 
the gift of tongues, and other miraculous powers, made at this 
time upon the disciples. Hence it had also the name of 7pépa 
IIvejuaros, the day of the Holy Ghost, as we find in Nazian- 
zen 38 and others. And some learned men think 99 it was hence 
called Whit-Sunday, partly because of those vast diffusions of 
light and knowledge, which upon this day were shed upon the 
Apostles, in order to the enlightening of the world ; but prin- 
cipally, because this being one of the stated times of baptism 
in the ancient Church, they who were baptized put on white 
garments ‘°, in token of that pure and innocent course of life 

they had now engaged in. 
The original of this feast is by some carried as high as the 
Apostles. Epiphanius*! was of opinion, that St. Paul meant it 
in those words, when he said, ‘“‘ he hastened to be at Jerusalem 
on the day of Pentecost.” (Acts 20, 16.) But, because inter- 
preters generally take that in another sense, we will lay no 
stress upon it. However it is certain this feast was observed in 
the time of Origen: for he speaks of it in his Books against 
Celsus4?: as does also Tertullian4? before him, and Irenzus 


88 Orat. 44. de Pentecost. (t. 1. 
p. 712 b.)...Tinoov ryy nyépay rov 
Ilvevparos. 

39 Cave, Primitive Christianity, 
art 1. ch. 7. p. 192. (p. 93.) This 
east is, by us, aeyied Whit. Sunday, 

partly because of those vast diffu- 
sions of light and knowledge, which 
upon this day were shed upon the 
Apostles, in order to the enlighten- 
ing of the world; but principally 
because this, as also Easter, being 
the stated time for baptism in the 
ancient Church, those, who were 
baptized, put on white garments, in 
token of that pure and innocent 
course of life they had now engaged 
in; this white garment they wore 
till the next Sunday after, and then 
laid it aside. 


40 See b.12. ch. 4. 8.1. v. 4. D 
234. nn. 39, seqq. 

41 Heer. i n. 6. (t. 1. p. 
910 b.) “I8mper S€ nai ra adda at- 
Tov, kai Stagxannowper. Kal rept Tov 
Llacxa mparoy eiraper, ‘Qs, doi, ro 
Hacxa nav érvOy Xptaords. “ape 
aurov Tov eimdvTa ef ovK emeTedth 
Kai now, “Eorevdev, Grws row} 
my Llevrexoorny eis “lepovoaAnp’ 
trotay S¢ tv Hevrnxoorny Tavdos, & 
pn Uaoya, éreredece ; 

42 Cont. Cels. 1. 8. p. 392. (t. 1. 
p- 758 f.) "Eay 8€ tts apos ravra ar 
Ouroepn ra rept rey map’ Hpi Ku- 
piaxay, i Uapackevar, 9 rov Hacya, 
i THs Levrnxooris, 8° npepay yuv- 
preva, x.r.X. | 

43 De Idolol. c.-14. See before, 
s. 1. n. 1, preceding. 
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before them both in his Book concerning Easter, as the author 
of the Questions under the name of Justin Martyr * informs 
us, where, speaking of the custom of standing at prayers on 
the Lord’s-day and Pentecost, he says, ‘This custom obtained 
from the days of the Apostles, as Irensus, bishop of Lyons 
and martyr, testifies in his Book of Easter, where he also 
makes mention of Pentecost, in which we kneel not, because it 
is equivalent to the Lord’s-day, being a symbol of the Lord’s 
resurrection.’ St. Austin ‘> says, ‘The Law was written by the 
finger of God, and given to Moses on this day ; and that was a 
type of the Holy Ghost, called the finger of God in the Gospel, 
which Christ promised to his disciples as a comforter, and sent 
to them on the fiftieth day after his passion and resurrection. 
And all such eminent facts, as were done upon certain days, 
were annually celebrated in the Church, that the anniversary 
feast might preserve the useful and necessary memorial of 
them.’ This festival of Pentecost in particular was observed 
the whole week after till the Octaves, or Sunday following, 
without fasting or knecling, and then the Church returned to 
her usual stationary fasts on Wednesdays and Fridays, and in 
some places a strict fast all the week succceded this festival, as 
we learn from the second Synod of Tours‘®: but this was a 
new institution, as was also the Rogation-fast for three days 
in Ascension-week ; of which more hereafter in their proper 
place ‘47. 
CHAP. VII. 
Of the festivals of the Apostles and Martyrs. 
1. We have hitherto considered those festivals which pecu- The ori- 


harly related to our Lord’s economy on earth, and were ob- ee 


martyrs. 


“ Quest. et Respons. ad Ortho- 
dox. quzest. 115. (p. 468 d.) "Ex Tov 
Grocrodixay 8€ ypdévwy 1 TovauTn 
curnbera édaBe rv apyhy, kaxds hn- 
ow 6 paxdpws Eipnvaios, 6 paprus 
nat ewioxonos Aovydovvou, év rp rept 
rov Idoxa Ady, €v d péeuvnrat Kal 
wept Ths Lervrnxooris, ev 7 ov KXivo- 
pev ydru, reds) looduvapei rH epg 


rys Ku $. 
45 Cont. Faust. 1. 32. c. 12. (t. 8. 


p. 456 c.) Pentecosten etiam, id est, 
a ione et resurrectione Domini 
quinquagesimum diem celebramus, 


quo nobis Sanctum Spiritum Para- 
cletum, quem promiserat, misit : 
uod futurum etiam per Judzorum 
ascha significatum est, cum quin- 
quagesimo die post celebrationem 
ovis occisz, Moses digito Dei scrip- 
tam Legem accepit in monte, &c. 

46 C. 18. [al. 17.] (t.5. p. 856 e.) 
De Pascha usque Quinquagesimam, 
exceptis rogationibus, omni die [fra- 
tribus] prandium preparetur. Post 
Quinquagesimam tota hebdomada 
exacte jejunetur. 

47 See b. 21. ch. 2. 8. 8. 
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served over the whole Church as memorials of the great acts of 
his life and death: but besides these there were another sort 
of festivals instituted by the Church in honour of the Apostles 
and martyrs, by whose actions and sufferings Christianity was 
chiefly propagated and maintained in the world. The first ori- 
ginal of these festivals is not certainly known, but learned 
men‘? commonly carry it as high as the second century. And 
there is plain evidence for this: for they are not only fre- 
quently spoken of in Cyprian and Tertullian, but long before in 
the Epistle of the Church of Smyrna to the Church of Philo- 
melium, recorded by Eusebius‘*, where, speaking of the mar- 
tyrdom of Polycarp their bishop, who suffered about the year 
168, they tell their brethren, ‘that they intended by God's 
permission to meet at his tomb, and celebrate his birthday, 
(meaning the day of his martyrdom,) with joy and gladness, 
as well for the memory of the sufferer, as for example to 
posterity.’ 

2. Where we may observe their peculiar phrase in styling 
the day of his martyrdom his birthday: which was according 
to the usual style of the Church in this affair: for so Tertul- 
lian 49 and others use the words natalitia and natales, mean- 
ing not their natural birth, but their nativity to a glorious 


Why called 


47 Vid. Hospinian. de Fest. Chn- 
stian. c. 4. p. 14. (p. 22. col. dextr.) 
Memoriarum etiam martyrum ex 
omnibus fere horum temporum 
auctoribus fit mentio, et circa an- 
num Christi 170. prizoum institute 
videntur. Non tamen ab initio Fe- 
riz seu Festa, sed Memorize tantum 
fuerint, in quibus passio et constan- 
tia martyrum preedicabatur, ut fide- 
les, qui presentes erant, ad similem 
virtutem incitarentur ; deinde ad 
suze quisque vocationis labores re- 
vertebatur.—Cave, Primitive Chri- 
stianity, part 1. ch. 7. p. 198. (p. 96.) 
The first that I remember to have 
met with is that of Polycarp, whose 
martyrdom is placed by Eusebius 
anno 168, under the third persecu- 
tion, concerning whose death and 
sufferings the Church of Smyrna, 
of which he was bishop, giving an 
account to the Church of Philome- 
lium, and especially of the place 
where they had honourably en- 


tombed his bones. They do profess 
that, so far as the malice of their 
enemies would permit them, and 
they prayed God nothing might 
hinder it, they would assemble in 
that place, and celebrate the birth- 
day of his martyrdom with joy and 
gladness. 

WL. 4. c. 15. (ve. p. 171. 18.) 
“Ev6a ws Suvaroy mpi Tuvayoperais 
€y ayaAXace: Kai X%pa, mrapeter é 
Kupios emitedeiv TY TOU paprupiou 
aurou npepay yeveOQor, els re ray 
mponOdnxorwy pene, ral Toy ped- 
Advrwy doxnoly TE Kai Erotpaciay. 

4? De Cor. Mil. c. 3. (p. 102.) 
Oblationes pro defunctis, pro nata- 
litiis, annua die facimus. 

” C. Laodic. C. 51. (t. 1. p. 1505 
b.) “Ore od 8 €y Teaaapaxocry 
puptupeyv yeveOXtoy emcreAety.— AM- 
bros. Serm. 7o. [al. 57.] (t. 2. ap- 
pend. p. 469 e. n. 1.) Depositionis 
[ipsa] dies natalis dicitur, &c. 
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crown in the kingdom of heaven. I have noted before in 
speaking of the civil festivals>!, that the natales or birthdays of 
the emperors often signifies not their natural, but their political 
birthday, or the day of their inauguration to the imperial 
crown : and so it was with the Church, whenever she spake of 
the nativities of her martyrs, she meant not the day of their 
natural birth, but the day wherein by suffering death they 
were born again to a new life, and solemnly inaugurated to a 
celestial kingdom and a crown of endless glory. To this pur- 
pose Peter Chrysologus*? bids his auditors, when they pear of 
the birthday of a saint, ‘not to imagine that it means the day 
of his carnal birth on earth, but the day on which he was born 
from earth to heaven, from labour to rest, from torments to 
delight and pleasure.’ In this sense Tertullian * says, ‘ St. Paul 
was born again by a new nativity at Rome, because he suffered 
martyrdom there.’ In like manner Prudentius* says, ‘a mar- 
tyr’s birthday is the day of his passion.’ And Chrysostom 55 
gives the reason of this, ‘ because the death of a martyr is not 
properly a death, but an endless life; for the sake of which, 
all things were to be endured, and death itself to be despised.’ 
Upon this account the ancient author under the name of Ori- 
gen 56 says, ‘when they celebrated the memorials of those holy 
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$1 Ch. 1. 8. 4. p. 288. 

62 Serm. 129. (p. 189.) Natalem 
ergo sanctorum cum auditis, caris- 
simi, nolite putare illum dici, quo 
nascuntur in terra [al. in terram] 
de carne, sed de terra in ccelum, de 
labore in requiem, de cruciatibus ad 
delicias, non fluxas sed fortes, et 
stabiles, et sternas, de mundanis 
risibus ad coronam et gloriam. 

53 Scorpiac. cunt. Gnostic. c. 15. 

. 500 d.) Tunc Paulus civitatis 

manz consequitur nativitatem, 
eum illic martyrii renascitur gene- 
_ Fositate. 

54 Peristeph. Hymn. 11. de Hip- 
pol. v. 196. (v. 1. p. 399.) Natalem- 
que diem passio festa refert. 

55 Hom. 43. deS. Roman. t.1. p. 
5]7- (t. 2. p. 614.¢.)....”Ore pap- 
rupwy Gavaros ovx ors Gavaros, aAAd 
(a1 mépas ovx €xouca, xai paddiora ye 
Unép taurns mayra vropevey ypn, cal 
Gr. Get xaradpoveiy redeurys.—[ CF. 


Hom. de S. Babyl. (ibid. p. 531 d.) 
.... Ort Oavaros paprupwy ovK Eore 
Gavaros, adda (wns BeAriovos apxy, 
kai troAtreias mvevpatixwrépas mpo- 
Oipia, Kai peracracis amd Tay €Xar- 
révev mpos ra BeAriw. Ep. | 

56 In Job. 1. 3. t. 1. p. 437. (t. 2. 
p- 901 f.) Nos non nativitatis diem 
celebramus cum sit dolorum atque 
tentationum introitus, sed mortis 
diem celebramus, utpote omnium 
dolorum depositionem atque omni- 
um tentationum effugationem. Diem 
mortis celebramus, quia non mori- 
untur hi, qui mori videntur.—Conf. 
Euseb. Emisen. [Episc. Gallican.] 
Serm. de Natali S. Genesii, (ap. 
Bibl. Max. t. 6. p. 670 c.) Beato- 
rum martyrum passiones, natales 
vocamus dies, quando eos martyrii 
vita et glorie fides dum _ ingerit 
morti, genuit zternitati, et perpetua 
gaudia brevi dolore parturit. Me- 
rito plane dicendi natales dies, per 
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men, they kept not their first nativity, as beg the inlet to 
sorrow and temptation ; but the day of their death, as the pe- 
riod of their miseries, and that which sets them beyond the 
reach of temptations. We celebrate the day of their death, be- 
cause they die not even when they seem to die.’ 


hese festi- 3. Now these solemnities were usually celebrated at the 
atari graves or monuments of the martyrs, which, according to the 


sales custom of burying in those times, were commonly without 
rs. the cities in large crypte under ground; where in times of 
persecytion the Christians were often used to meet for safety, 

when they could not enjoy their churches. And in after-ages, 
churches were built over these graves, which were therefore 

called martyria, areew, cemeteria, mense, and memorice marty- 

rum, as J have shown at large in a former Book>7. To these 

places they resorted, whenever they celebrated the memorial of 

any particular martyr. Which is the reason why, in the ancient 
panegyrics of the Fathers upon particular martyrs, we some- 

times hear them speaking of leaving the city-churches upon the 
anniversaries of the inartyrs, and going out into the country to 

the monuments or memorials of the martyrs, to hold assemblies 

there, where the martyrs lay buried. Thus Chrysostom, in one 

of his Homilies upon the Martyrs>%, says, ‘As before, when the 

festival of the Maccabees was celebrated. all the country came 

. thronging into the city; so now, when the feast of the martyrs, 

who lie buried in the country, is celebrated, it was fit the whole 

city should be transferred thither.” And in another Homily 

upon St. Drosis*? he says, ‘Though they had spiritual enter- 


uos illi, qui nati fuerant in hance 
ragilitatis humanz miseriam, sub- 
ito renascuntur in gloriam, vite 
perennis initium de mortis fine su- 
mentes. 

” B.8. ch. 1. Mey 403-0. 15: 

68 Hom. 65. p- 972. (t.2. p. 
651b. )Radinep. ris ee tov Mak- 
raSaiov emitredouperns, mara " x@pa 
cis THY mode efexr On ouTa, 11S €op- 
Ts TOY €xel papTUpwY ayouerns, vuy 
THY mod G amagcav mpos eketvous peta- 
orrvat expny. 

49 Hom. 67. t.s. p. 989. (ibid. p. 
688 a.) Oi didcmrovee ray toipevwr, 
ereiSav ba praxpov xetpavos wot 
Aapmpav axriva, rat Oeppotepav yevo- 


perny jiuépav, ris pdvbpas éLayaysr 
Tes Ta mpdgara, Tpos ras ounbes 
dyouce vouas® TouTous kat 6 Kaos 
Trowyy ovros pipoupevos, THY iepay 
TaUTnY ayeAny, kat my TEU PATLRNY 
Tov X pisrou Toipyay impos Tas TOP 
ayicov vouas Hyaye Tavras Tas avev- 
patixas. Kopewvevrat prev em r78 
gatyns éor@ta ra mpdSara’ aAN 
execOav €£w yevntat Tav onKay, meEi- 
ova avo Tv mediwy Kaprotyrat THY 
adeArcray, peta TOAATS THs Téepeos 
KaTaxuTTovra, Kai Thy moav Sia ToD 
oddvrav dioxeipovra, xaOapdv Te dépa 
dvanveovra, Kal mpos axriva Bderovra 
8c€87 Kat padpay, Tapa Aipwas | nai 
myas oxiptavtTa Kal torapous’ Peper 
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tainment in the city, yet their going out to the saints afforded 
them both great profit and pleasure.’ 

4. Whence we may observe, that those festivals at first were paar eed 
not general festivals, like those of our Lord, observed over those par- 
the whole Church, but chiefly celebrated in those particular Sule’ 
churches where the martyrs suffered and lay buried. As the where the 
festival of Polycarp was chiefly celebrated at Smyrna, and that ™e.773 
of Cyprian at Carthage, at the places where they were bishops, ara 
and suffered martyrdom: this being most for the edification of ~ 
the people, to have the examples of their own martyrs, who 
lived and died among them, proposed to their imitation. And 
this is confirmed by a peculiar remark made by Sozomen® 
upon the two churches of Gaza and Constantia, in Palestine, 

‘that though they were not above twenty furlongs distant from 
one another, yet they had each of them their own bishop and 
clergy, and l3fq wavnyvpes papripwr, distinct festivals of their 
own particular martyrs. To this purpose it was customary 
for every Church to have her own Fasti, or Kalendar of Mar- 
tyre; and public notaries to take the account of what was said 
and done to or by the martyrs at their passions; out of which 
general Martyrologies were made by men in after-ages, collect- 


ing all these particular accounts into one body, which Valesius® 
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and Pagi®? own to be the first 


8¢ adrois Kai 1 yh Twa TépYir, rots 
GyGeos xad\Awmifopern mavrobev. Ove 
en éxeivov 8¢€ pdvov, adda Kai ¢’ 7- 
pay TovTo moAAnY Exes THY Medrciay. 
HAnpns pev yap nyiv xai évdov 7 tpa- 
we(a Tay TvevpaTiKay eCecpaTa Ta- 
péxesto, GAX’ 1 mpos rovs ayious é£o- 
dos rovrous éxet Tivd Kat Yruxaywyiay, 
xai xépdos ris Yruxayoyias ovx édar- 
Tov, OUK émecd1) KaGapdy Toy dépa ava- 
avéopen’ GAN’ ereidn mpos Ta Toe 
yevvaiwy Tovrwy xatopbepara Bdero- 
pey, ov Tapa motapous Udarwy, dAAd 
wapa woTapous xaptopdrwy oKiptar- 
Tes’ ov KaTaxurrovres Kai méav Kei- 
powres Tois ddovcry, aGddAd paprupwy 
Gperas avadeydpevor’ ovyxt yay dpav- 
res xadAwm(operny avOecty, dAda oo- 
para Brerovres xapiopact Bpvovra 
mveuparixois. (These two Homilies 
on the Martyrs and St. Drosis are 
not exstant in Savil’s Edition. Ep.] 

6 LL. 5. c. 3.(v.2. p. 184.1.) ‘Exa- 


original of the Roman and all 


réepa idia érioxorroy Kai KAnpov €xet, 
Kal tavnyvpets papTupwy, Kai pveias 
Tay Tap avtois yevouevwn lepewy. 

61 De Martyrologio Romano, ad 
calc. Euseb. (t. 1. p. 792. 46.) Nobi- 
liores ecclesia suos semper fastos 
habuerunt, in quibus et episcopo- 
rum nomina et martyrum, qui apud 
ipsos passi fuerant, natale dies pree- 
scripti habebantur, &c. 

62 Critic. in Baron. an. 64. n. 6. 
ates the foregoing note, and add the 
ollowing remarks of Pagi himself : 
(t.1. p.49.) De fastis vero in qui- 
bus singula ecclesiz descriptos ha- 
bebant natales martyrum suorum, 
&c. Sic etiam Romana ecclesia jam 
inde a primis temporibus suos ha- 
buit festos, in quibus et depositio- 
nes episcoporum et natales marty- 
rum erant consignati; que Kalen- 
daria posterior estas vocavit, &c. 
Verum hac Kalendaria longe a Mar- 
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other Martyrologies, which are not so ancient as the Kalen- 
dars. For such Kalendars and Public Acts were originally 
kept by every Church to preserve the memorial of their mar- 
tyrs: as is evident from Tertullian 6, who speaks of the Church 
having her census and fasti, that is, as Rigaltius®‘ and others 
well explain it, her rolls or accounts both of her expenses on 
the poor, and the Acts or Passions of her martyrs. To which 
Cyprian® also plainly refers, when, being in exile, he sent to 
his clergy to be careful in setting down the days on which the 
martyrs suffered, that there might be an anniversary comme- 
moration made of them. 


Usual to 5. These Acts or Passions of the Martyrs, when they were 
reed the carefully taken and ed genuine without ti 
Astace y taken and preserved genuine without corruption, were 


Passions of commonly read in the Church upon the anniversary commemo- 
the Martyrs pation and proper festival of the martyr. The third Council of 
Carthage, which forbids all other books to be read in the 
Church besides the Canonical Scripture, excepts the Passions 
of the Martyrs, as books that might be read on their anniver- 
sary days of commemoration. St. Austin, and Pope Leo, and 
Gelasius, often mention the reading of such histories in the 
African and Roman Churches. Ceesarius Arelatensis, and Al- 
cimus Avitus, and Ferreolus, speak of the same in the French 
Churches. And some think, not improbably, that such sort of 
Histories and Passions of the Martyrs, had particularly the 
name of Legenda, Legends, upon this account, because they 
were used to be read in the Church on the festivals of martyrs: 
but the fabulous writers of Lives, such as the author of the 
Golden Legend, and other monkish impostors, have since 


tyrologiis differunt, &c. Singule nicipiorum fastas et solemnitates cu- 


enim ecclesiv, ut dixi, sua habuere 
Kalendaria, &c. Martyrologia vero 
non unius loci propria, sed totius 
ecclesi# communia, &c. Ex pluri- 
bus enim diversarum urbium Ka- 
lendaniis unum compositum est Mar- 
tyrologium. Itaque Kalendaria Mar- 
tyrologiis vetustiora sunt, &c. Ep.] 
63 De Cor. Mil. c. 13. (p.109.)... 
Habes tuos census, tuos fastos, &c. 
64 [In loc. (ibid. n.6.) Fasti erant 
libri continentes totius anni ratio- 
nem et celebritates. Cum respectu 
ad hos loquitur Tertullianus: In ec- 
clesia quoque sunt fasti; ne tu mu- 


ra. Notandus sane locus ad morem 
ecclesiz, que conferebat natalitia, 
id est, obitus martyrum in fastos, 
quos fastos ecclesiastico nomine vo- 
camus martyrologia. Ep. 

65 Ep. 37. [al. 12.] ad Cler. p. 27. 
(p.188.) Denique et dies eorum qui- 
bus excedunt, annotate, ..... ut ce- 
lebrentur hic a nobis oblationes et 
sacrificia ob commenmorationes eo- 
rum. 

* C. 47. (t.2. p.1175 b.) Liceat 
legi Passiones Martyrum, cum an- 
niversarii eorum dies celebrantur. 
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written the Lives of saints and martyrs in such a scandalous 
manner, as to alter the signification of the good old word, and 
make a legend pass for a romantic fiction, and mere imposture. 
Of which learned men, even in the Romish Church, such as Lu- 
dovicus Vives ®?, and Melchior Canus®, and Papebrochius %,and 
Pagi?°, have made frequent and just complaints; confessing, 
‘that even their Breviaries and Passionals are often filled with 
such monstrous fables, as would make a wise man blush to hear 
or read them in the public offices of the Church; and which 
they desire heartily to see perfectly reformed.’ Particularly 
Pagi exposes the fiction of Ursula*', and her eleven thousand 
companions, all virgins, said to be martyred at Cologne at one 
time under Cyricius, a Pope that never was in being; and he 
tells us the Roman Martyrology and Breviary have dropped 
the number as an incredible fiction; as also did the Cologne 
Editors, and the School of the Sorbonne, retaining the name of 
Ursula, but being ashamed of her eleven thousand compa- 
nions, notwithstanding that Hermannus Crombach wrote a large 
volume, called Ursula Vindicata’?, to defend this monstrous 
fable. 

It were easy to give many other such instances, but this one 
is sufficient to show the difference between the modern Pas- 
sionals, and the simplicity of those of the ancient Church, the 
reading of which was one part of their solemn exercise upon 
these festivals. 


67 [De Tradendis Disciplinis, 1.5. 
(p- 260.) See before, b. 14. ch. 4. 
s. 18. v.5. p.146. n. 47. Ep. | 

68 [Loc. Theolog. 1.11. c. 6. p. 
&33. de Hum. Hist. Auctor. p. aah. 
col. 2. See before, ibid. p. 147. n. 
48. Ep.| 

69 Conat. Histor. Chronolog. dis- 
sert.7. n.7.(p.43.) Hac autem nar- 
rantur cum circumstantiis et formu- 
lis tam peregrinis, ne dicam fatuis, 
oh nequeam animo comprehendere, 

c. 

70 Critic. in Baron. an. 302. nn. 18 
et 19. [al. 20 et 21.] (t.1. p. 326,327.) 
Ad hec, Acta illa referunt, &c...... 
Alia etiam in iisdem Actis narrantur, 
cum circumstantiis et formulis ita 


peregrinis, ot mirum sit ea in com--. 


posvomiae Conciliorum absque de- 


ita censura tolerari.—Ibid. n. 21. 


(p. 327.) Nam quoad Breviarium, 
non censeri debent explorate et in- 
concusse auctoritate quecungue 
eidem sunt inserta, &c. [Conf. ibid. 
np. 22, 23. Ep. 

71 Ibid. ad an. 383. n. 3. [al. 5 et 
6.] (p. 561.) Per hec tempora S. 


Ursula cum sociis, &c.—Conf. sub 


fin. n.6...... Sed harum numerus 
incertus, pluraque ad eam historiam 
pertinentia prorsus fabulosa, &c. 

72 [Crombach, a Jesuit, born at 
Cologne in 1598. His work alluded 
to, Ursula Vindicata sive Vita et 
Martyrium Ursula et Sociarum 11,000 
Virginum, was published at Cologne, 
1647. fol. See Winer’s Handbook 
of theological Literature, Lips. 1838. 
v. 1. col. 795, and v. 2. col. 483. 
Ep. ] 
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6. To these they commonly added a panegyrical oration or 
sermon of their own composing, in commendation of the virtues 
of the martyr, to excite their audience, which was usually very 
‘ great upon such occasions, to the imitation of them. We have 

@ great many instances of such orations in Chrysostom, Baal, 
Nazianzen, Nyssen, Austin, Ambrose, Leo, Chrysologus, and 
others. Where the whole design of the orator is so to extol 
the excellencies of the saint, as to inflame his auditory with the 
love of his admirable virtues. This was the great end and 
design of keeping these festivals, and of their meeting together 
upon such occasions, partly to pay a due respect and honour 
to the memory of the dead, and partly to engage themselves 
to imitate such great and brave examples. It is thus the 
Church of Smyrna in their Epistle to the Church of Philo- 
melium tell their brethren, they intended annually to meet 
at Polycarp’s tomb, and celebrate his birthday with joy and 
gladness, as well for the memory of the sufferer, as for example 
to posterity : but as for any other honour of religious worship, 
which their enemies the Jews suggested they would be in- 
clined to give him, they declared they had no such intention: 
for they could never be induced either to forsake Christ who 
suffered for the salvation of the whole world, or to worship 
any other: ‘ Ilim“4, as being the Son of God, we worship and 
_ adore: but the martyrs, as the disciples and followers of the 

Lord, we love with a deserved affection, for their exceeding 

great love toward their own King and Master; desiring to be 

made partners and fellow-disciples with them.’ In lke manner 

St. Austin 7! says, ‘Our religion consists not in the worship of 

dead men: because if they lived piously, they are not esteemed 

such as would desire that kind of honour; but would have Azm 
to be worshipped by us, through whose illumination they re- 
joice to have us partners with them in their merit. 


ake 
snegyrical 


They are 


73 Ap. Euseb. 1}. 4. c. 15. (v. 1. 


p. 171. 8.) Tovrov pev yap Yidv ovra 
rou Geov mpooxuvovpev’ tous J€ pip- 
Tupas ws padntas rov Kupiov kal 
puuntas dyanapev akiws, Evexev ev- 
voias dvumep3Antov, THs eis TOV COLoY 
Bacidéa cat 6tdacKxadov' dy yevorro 
Kal pus GuyKowwwvous Te Kal oup- 
padnras yevéo Gat. 


74 De Ver. Relig. c. 55. (t. 1. p. 


786 b.) Non sit nobis religio cultus 
hominum mortuorum: quia si pie 
vixerunt, non sic habentur, ut tales 
querant honores: sed illum a nobis 
coli volunt, quo illuminante leztan- 
tur, meriti sui nos esse consortes. 
Honorandi ergo sunt propter imi- 
tationem, non adorandi propter re- 
ligionem. 
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therefore to be honoured for their imitable and worthy ex- 
amples, not to be worshipped for religion.’ So again in answer 
to the calumny of the Manichees, who made no conscience of 
falsely accusing the Catholics of giving them divine honour 
and adoration, he says7>, ‘ We celebrate the memories of the 
martyrs with religious solemnity, to excite ourselves to their 
imitation, and to become partners in their merits, and to have 
the benefit of their prayers: yet so, as that we never offer any 
sacrifice to a martyr, but only to the God of the martyrs. For 
what priest, standing at the altar in the places where the holy 
bodies lie, ever said, We offer unto thee. Peter, or Paul, or Cy- 
prian? But whatever is offered, is offered unto God that 
crowned the martyrs at the memorials or graves of those 
whom he crowned, that the very places may admonish us of 
our duty, and raise our affection, and quicken our love both 
toward them whom we may imitate, and toward him who 
enables us to imitate them.’ 

Imitation, we see, was the great thing designed by these 
festivais, and all the eloquent discourses that were made upon 
the martyrs: they were not so much intended to be panegyrics 
and praises of the martyrs, who were above them and necded 
them not, as to be flaming and warm engagements upon the 
audience, to induce them to imitate the glorious actions and 
virtues of the martyrs. Thus Chrysostom expressly tells his 
auditory, beginning one of these Panegyrics’® with these 
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73 Cont. Faust. 1. 20. c. 21. (t. 8. 
p. 3476.) Populus autem Christi- 
anus memorias martyrum religiosa 
solemnitate concelebrat, et ad exci- 


76 IIom. 73. de Barlaam Mart. 
t. 1. p. 586. (t. 2. p. 681 a.) Zuve- 
nahecev pas | eis Thy iepay ravrny 
éoptny kai Tray yUpLY 6 Maxapios Bap- 


tandam imitationem, et ut meritis 
eorum consocietur, atque orationi- 
bus adjuvetur: ita tamen, ut nulli 
martyrum, sed ipsi Deo martyrum, 
quarnvis in memoriis marty rum, 
constituamus altaria. Quis enim 
antistitum, in locis sanctorum cor- 
porum assistens altari, aliquan:o 
dixit, Offerimus tibi, Petre, aut 
Paule, aut Cypriane? sed, quod of- 
fertur, offertur Deo, qui martyres 
coronavit, apud memorias eorum 
quos coronavit: ut ex ipsorum lo- 
corum admonitione major affectus 
exsurgat ad acuendam caritatem, et 
in illos quos imitari possumus, et 
in illum quo adjuvante possumus. 


Aad" ovx iva aurov érrawverwpey, 
aN’ iva auroy (nocwper’ aux iva 
dxpoarai yevapeba TOV éyrapiov, add’ 
wa pipntat yevopeba rav avrov Kxa- 
TopOwparav se cans Tore yap padtora 
THs otxeias Tins ato Bnow AapBavou- 
ow oi dptupes, érav Tous cvvdovrovs 
Tous €auTa@yv mpos THY Tay iBieoy aya- 
Gay KowoviavpOdacavras idwor."Oore 
et tes Bovderat érraweiv parupas, pit- 
peicOw paprupas™ el Tis BovAerat 
éyxeopid tery Tous aOAnras Tis evoe- 
Beias, (nAourw Tov éxeivey qovoy" 
TOUTS Tos paprvoty oUX éAdTTw TOY 
otkeiwy KatopOwparwy oice: Thy 780- 
yyy. 
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words: ‘ Blessed Barlaam hath called us together to this holy 
festival with great solemnity, not to praise him, but to imitate . 
him; not to be hearers of his encomium, but to be followers of 
his worthy actions. For then the martyrs are chiefly sensible 
of honour done to themselves, when they see their fellow- 
servants made partakers of their own goodness. Therefore if 
any one would praise the martyrs, let him imitate the martyrs: 
if any one would give the champions of religion their just en- 
comium, let him emulate their labours. This will bring no 
less pleasure to the martyrs than their own virtues.’ And he 
closes the same discourse with this exhortation 79: ‘Thou art 
a soldier of Christ, beloved; put on thy armour and mind ‘not 
thy dress: thou art a generous combatant; quit thyself hike 
a man, and regard not external comeliness. So shall we imr 
tate these holy men: so shall we honour these valiant warriors, 
these crowned champions, these friends of God.’ It were easy 
to cite hundreds of passages out of Chrysostom and other 
ancient writers to the same purpose. For this was the great 
drift of all their panegyrics and discourses upon these festivals, 
to assure men that to copy after the example of the martyrs 
was the greatest honour they could show to these renowned 
champions of the Christian faith. And it always had its proper 
effects upon men’s minds. For, as in times of persecution, Ter- 
tullian’7 told the Heathen, ‘ that the blood of the martyrs was 
the seed of the Church; and the more they were cut down, 
the more they grew; the exquisite cruelty that was used to 
destroy them did only allure greater numbers to come over to 
their party :’ so Chrysostom afterwards7§ assures us, ‘ that the 


“6 Ibid. (p. 687 d.) 2rpattwrns et 
tou Xptorou, dyamnre: omdiCou, BN 


tunc magis edificari scias, cum cedi 
videtur. 


kadhwrrifou" aOAnris | et yevvaios’ av- 
Spifou, uN apaivov" our pipnodpeba 
TOUS ayious TOUTOUS’ OUTW TimnowpeEY 
Tovs aptoréas’ rovs orepavirus, Tous 
Ocov pirous: cat Badicaytes thy av- 
Tnv avrois Ob0v Tay aUT@y aUTois oTe- 
ddvev emrev&dpeGa. 

“7 Apol. ¢. 50. (p. 40b.).... Nec 
quicquam tamnen proficit exquisitior 
queeque crudelitas vestra: illecebra 
eet magis secte: plures efficimur, 
quoties metimur a vobis ; semen est 
sanguis Christianorum.— Ad Sca- 
pul. c. 5. (p.72.).... Hane sectam 


78 Hom. 20. t.5. p. 290. [In Dict. 
Paul. Nolo vos ignorare, §c. } (t. 3. 
p. 229 b.) Ou yup ouTws: oi Arweves 
mAwrnpas, ws al tay ayiay Tovrer 
€optat trovs mortovs uvaxragGat me- 
bucacw' éxeivous pev yap Gadarrioy 
kupateoy euBodns, xal €perias paxpas 
amaAAarrovet Ameves’ rovs S€ eis 
Tavnyupw paptupev aravtéyras, 
mvevpdtwy tTovnpay Kat axabdproy, 
Aoyiopav arémwy, todhys mS ey 
Vex yivoperns (dAns, 9 Trav ayioy 
pli routwy e£apratew etwbe. 
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very memory of the martyrs wrought wonderful effects upon 
the minds of men: it confirmed them against the assaults of 
wicked spirits, it delivered them from impure and absurd 
thoughts, and set their minds in great tranquillity.’ ‘The death 
of the martyrs was still an exhortation to Christians’9, the 
support of the Church, the confirmation of Christianity, the 
destruction of death, the demonstration of the resurrection, the 
reproach of devils, the condemnation of Satan, the doctrine of 
philosophy, an exhortation to despise the things of this world, 
and the way to lead men to the desire of a better, a comfort to 
men in affliction, a motive to patience, an engagement to forti- 
tude, and, in a word, the root and fountain and mother of all 
that is good.’ ‘When you see the martyrs despise life ®, 
though you be the most stupid and negligent of all creatures, 
you cannot but entertain sublime and exalted thoughts, con- 
temning pleasures, despising riches, and desiring to have your 
conversation in heaven. If you languish under a disease, the 
passions of the martyrs will afford you one of the strongest 
arguments to engage you to patience; if you are oppressed 
with poverty, or any other evils, cast but your eye to the 
bitterness of the torments which they endured, and you have 
@ present consolation and remedy for all the troubles that can 
befall you. For this reason I love above all things the com- 


TUpwy maOnpara’ Kay mevia mie{n, Ky 
Griovy ETEpoy TaY yaXeTwraTwy, mpds 
TO peyeOos ray exeivors erayGeioay 
Bacdavwy Br¢rwv apxovoay é€eis mra- 


79 Hom. 67. de S. Drosid. t. 5. 
P- 991. (t. 2. p. 690 b.) Maprupwr 
yap Gavaros moray €oTt mapaxAnas, 
«xxAnotday wappnoia, Xpiotiavicpov 


ovotaots, Gavdrov KxatdAvots, ava- 
ordgews anddetis, Saipdywr yédws, 
A:aBorov xarryopia, pidocodias &- 
8acxaXia, rapaiveois tHs trepowias 
Toy Tapévrwy mpaypatwy, kai TS THY 
peAdbvrov emOupias 680s, mapayvbia 
Toy xareydvruv npas Sevav, xai tro- 
pons mpépacis, xaprepias aopyn, 
kai ravrwy ray ayabay pica, kat rny7, 
Kai pnp. 

8 Ibid. p. 994. (p. 692 c.) "Oray 
yap ys rovraus anaons xatradppo- 
yourras THs (was, Kay atavrov avat- 
o €pos ns kat vwOpdraros, iWn- 
Adrarov be£n ppdvnpa, nal xartaye- 
Adon tpudys, vrepd wet ypnudrov, 
cat emOupnoes ths éxet ScarpeSns* 
nay ¢y appworiats 4s, els troporhy 
adopyny Ann peyiorny, Ta TeV pap- 


papvOiay ray KareiAnddéroyv aravrey 
Cewvav. Aca rovro padtota Gid@ Tov 
papripwy ras pynpas, kat Pid@ ral 
domd({opat macas pev, pardiora o¢ 
Gray yuvaixes aywu(dpevar ruxoow" 
com yap 1rd oxevos acbevécrepo», 
rogouTm peifov 4 xapis, TrocouT@ 
Aapmpdrepoy 1d Tpdratoy, TocoVT@ 
mepipavertépa 7 vixn, ov dad ry 
adobeveray rns Picews trav abAnrayv, 
GAN’ Ore nal ols éexpatnoev 6 éyOpds, 
rourats €aAw vuy. Ata mapOévou your 
Grexrewe mpwonv tov Addy 6 AiaBo- 
Aos' did rapOevov pera ravta Kxarn- 
yevicaro tov AcaBodov 6 Xptords’ xal 
rd Eidos, Srep hy neovnpévoy arte 
xa yay, rovro thy rou Spdxovros 
amérepe xebadny. 
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memorations of the martyrs. I love and embrace them all, but 
especially those wherein we commemorate the martyrdom of 
women (such as Drosis, about whom he was now speaking): 
because by how much they are the weaker vessel, by so much 
greater is their grace, their trophy more illustrious, their 
victory more glorious, not only for the weakness of their 
sex, but because the enemy of human nature is overcome by 
that by which it was first vanquished. For by a virgin the 
Devil first slew Adam, and by a virgin afterwards Christ 
overcame the Devil; and that very sword which was sharpened 
against us cut off the head of the dragon.’ He often repeats ®! 
this famous aphorism, ‘ that the honour of the martyrs 1s to 
imitate their fortitude and virtue ;’ and as frequently incul- 
cates *2 Tertullian’s observation, ‘that the blood of the martyrs 
waters the beautiful plants of the Church. For as plants grow 
the more for being watered, so the faith flourishes the more 
for being opposed *8, and the more it is persecuted the more 
it grows: nor does water make a garden more fertile than the 
blood of the martyrs does the Church.’ For this reason the 
Ancients strained all their eloquence to set off the constancy 
and gallantry of the martyrs on their proper festivals, that 
hereby they might induce their hearers to copy after such 
great and brave examples. 

7. And because, as Chrysostom ** observes, ‘the blood of 
Christ, which he first shed for the martyrs themselves, was the 
great thing that animated so many thousands to lay down 
their lives with joy and alacrity for his sake, that they might 
communicate in his sufferings, and be made conformable to his 


The com- | 
munion al- 
ways ad- 
ministered 
upon these 
lays. 


8! Hom. 47. in Julian. Mart. t. 1. 
p. 611. (ibid. p- 677 c.) Tepy yap 
Paprupay ov rd mapayever Gat Tmpos 
aurous povop, adda rat po Tovrou 
ro (niooa tv avdpeiay avray.— 
Let Hom. 72. de Martyr. Omnib. 

p. 696. Ed. Francofurt. 1697. 
(via. p- 667 c.).... Ten upos, 
piunocs pdprupos. Grischov. 

82 Hom. 74. de Martyr. t. 1. p. 
898. (ibid. p - 714 &)... .Atua bn- 


yeas Ta kana THs exxAncias apdov 


s3 ‘Hom. 40. in Juvent. et Max. 
t. 1. p. 547. (ibid. p. 579d.) Kadamep 


yup ra pura apdevdpeva avfecOar re- 


dbuxey’ ovrw kai 7 wiorts nperépa "0- 
Aepoupery pad)ov avbei, Kat évoxdov- 
pen mAcovaces, wat OUXY OUT@ TOUS 
KiTrous evOaheis 7 ) Toy Udarwr apseia 
moveiv eiabev, @s Tas €xxAnoias Tov 
paprupey To aiua worilew meduxe. 

4 Hom. 74. de Martyr. t. 1. p. 
§99. (ibid. _P- 714 a.) As éxeivo To 
aiua ToUTO Eppevoev® €£ od yap evvyn 
1) WAE€vpa TOV Aconcrov, pupias opas 
Aourey mAeupas yurropevas’ ris yap 
ov ped’ ndovys amodvaaro woAAns 
mpos Tovs ady@vas rovrous, peAdAwy 
koweveiy Acorrorixnay wmaOnyarer, Kat 
ovppoppovaba rp Oavdry rov Xpi- 
orov. 
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death :’ therefore these festivals of the martyrs never passed 
without a general communion of the whole Church partaking 
of the blessed symbols of Christ’s body and blood, the oblation 
of which was always celebrated upon these occasions. This we 
learn from the same St. Chrysostom ®>, who, dissuading his 
people from intemperance upon one of these solemnities, bids 
them consider ‘ how absurd it was after such a meeting, after 
a whole night’s vigil, after hearing the holy Scriptures, after 
participating of the divine mysteries, after such a spiritual 
repast, for a man or woman to be found spending whole days 
in a tavern.’ The foundation of his argument is laid upon this 
supposition, that they had received the eucharist in the church 
before, in celebrating the memorial of the martyrs. And so 
Sidonius Apollinaris represents the matter, when ®, speaking 
of the festival of St. Justus, one of their proper martyrs at 
Lyons, he says, ‘that after they had kept his vigil the night 
preceding, they assembled again by day at nine in the morn- 
ing, when the priests did rem divinam facere,’ offer the obla- 
tion or consecrate the eucharist, as Savaro *’ rightly ex- 
pounds it. 

8. And at this time particularly they made a more solemn And herein 
commemoration of the martyrs in the oblation of the eucharist; panbabeas 
which being a sacrifice of praise and thanksgiving to God for ration of 

, : the 
the example of their noble courage and sufferings on the was made, 
behalf of religion, it was therefore commonly styled the obla- rand 
tion or sacrifice made for the nativities of the martyrs. Thus sacrifice of 
we find it in Tertullian 8, ‘We make oblations for the dead, betas 
for their birthdays, or new birth into heaven and happiness, siving to 
God for 

on their anniversary commemorations.’ In like manner, Cy- ghem, and 
prian ®9 bids his clergy ‘register the days on which any of the a a all 
confessors suffered death, that commemoration might be made consumma- 


& Hom. 59. de Martyr. t. 5. celebranda, missa facienda, sacrificia 


Pp: 
779. (ibid. p. 669 a.) "Evvénooy nAi- 
xos yéAws, ToLauTny uvodoy, 
pera mavvuxidas, pera Tpaday ayioy 
dxpéacwy, peTa pvoTnpioy Geiwy KOot- 
yeviay, kai pera Tveuparixiy xopn- 
yiay, dydpa hy yuvaixa vy xamndeip 


palverbat Sinpepevovras. 
8 L.5. Ep.17. Sees.9. n. 94, 
following. 


& [In loc. (p. 364.) Res Divina 
Sacienda. Id est missarum solemnia 


offerenda, ut i dea Sidonius] loquitur 
Ep. 15. 1. 4. 
88 De sels 3- See before, s. 


2. 
® Ep. 37 37- (al .12.] p. 27. (p. 188.) 
Desique et dies eorum, quibus ex- 
cedunt annotate, ut commemoratio- 
nes eorum inter memorias martyrum 
celebrare possimus. ... Et celebren- 
tur hic a nobis oblationes et sacrifi- 
cia ob commemorationes eorum. 
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of them among the memorials of the martyrs, and that obla- 
tions and sacrifices might be made for them on the solemn 
days of their commemoration.’ So again in another Epistle™, 
‘Ye remember how we are used to offer sacrifices for them, as 
often as we celebrate the passions and days of the martyrs by 
an anniversary commemoration.’ 

There is some little dispute indeed among some of the 
Ancients, what was to be understood by these ‘sacrifices or 
oblations for the martyrs.’ St. Austin was of opinion that they 
could only mean the sacrifice of praise and , thanksgiving 
to God for their glorious deaths and brave examples. And 
this no doubt was one part of the sacrifice they speak of: but 
when he says 9!, ‘that he, who prays for a martyr, does an 
injury to the martyr, because martyrs have attained to a sort 
of perfection in this life, and have no need of the prayers of 
the Church ;’ this is not so consistent with the general practice 
of the Church, which was used to pray for patriarchs, prophets, 
apostles, and martyrs, as considering them in a state of imper- 
fection still, so long as their bodies continued in the grave: 
which the Apostle himself allows, when he says, “ God having 
provided some better thing for us, that they without us should 
not be made perfect:” [Heb. 11, 40.] therefore the Church 
may be supposed by her sacrifices and oblations for martyrs to 


understand prayers as well as praises and thanksgivings, that 


they and all the faithful might obtain a perfect consummation 
in bliss by the means of an happy resurrection. And that the 
Church did sometimes thus offer the sacrifice of prayer even 
for martyrs themselves, I have fully evinced in a former 
Book 9, and therefore need say no more of it in this place. 


XX. 


% Ep. 34. (al. 39.) p. 77. (p. 
224.) Sacrificia pro eis semper, ut 
meininistis, offerimus, quoties mar- 
tyrum passiones et dies anniversaria 
commemoratione celebramus. 

91 Serm. 17. de Verb. Apost. t. 
10. p. 132. (al. Serm. 159.] (t. 5. p. 
765 f£.) In patria vero nullus orandi 
locus erit, sed tantum laudandi. 
Quare orandi nullus locus erit? 
Quia nihil deest. Quod hic creditur, 
ibi videtur: quod hic speratur, ibi 
teneatur ; quod hic petitur, ibi acci- 
pitur. Perfectio tamen in hac vita 


nonnulla est, ad quam sancti mar: 
tyres pervenerunt. Ideoque habet 
ecclesiastica disciplina, quod fideles 
noverunt, cum martyres eo loco re- 
citantur ad altare Dei, ubi non pro 
ipsis oretur; pro ceteris autem com- 
memoratis defunctis oratur. Inju- 
ria est enim, pro martyre orare, cu- 
jus nos debemus orationibus com- 
mendari. Certavit enim contra pec- 
catum usque ad sanguinem. 

92 B. 15. ch. 3. 8. 16. v. 5. pp- 
399, Seqq. 
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9. But we must observe, that for the solemnizing of these The night 
festivals of the martyrs, they commonly kopt a vigil the night ape SN 
preceding, which they spent, as they did those before the Lord’s- festivals 
day and other great festivals, in psalmody, hymns, and prayers, emer 
till the morning light. This is plain from Chrysostom’s ex- sate — 
hortation to the people upon one of these festivals 93: ‘ Ye have saady: atid 
turned the night into day, 3a rév ravyvyidov Trav lepav, Praye® 
by keeping your holy station all the night: do not now turn 
the day into night again by drunkenness and intemperance, 
and wanton and lascivious songs.’ In like manner Sidonius 
Apollinaris 9* describing the manner of their solemnizing the 
festival of St. Justus, bishop of Lyons, takes notice not only of 
the observation of the day, but of the preceding vigil. ‘We 
met,’ says he, ‘at the grave of St. Justus; it was a morning 
procession before day ; it was an anniversary solemnity ; the 
confluence of people of both sexes was so great, that the 
church, though very capacious and surrounded with cloisters, 
would not contain them. When the service of the vigil was 
ended, which the monks and clerical singers performed with 
alternate melody, we separated for some time, but went not far 
away, as being to meet again at three o’clock, (that is, nine 
in the morning,) when the priests were to perform divine ser- 
vice, (that is, the service of the communion,) as on a festival.’ 

Thus the festivals of the martyrs were always introduced with 
a vigil, according to the manner of the Lord’s-day. 

10. It was usual also upon these days for the rich to make Common 

feasts of charity, or common entertainments for the use of the sanarbnee he 


poor at the graves of the martyrs. Some learned men think by the rich 


88 Hom. 59. de Martyr. t. 5. p. 
779- (t. 2. p. 668 d.) "Exoujoare a 
purra nuépay dia rev sravyvyideor Tey 
lepar pe) Wouncare wad ae nee pay 
vucra dca ths wéOns, xal ris kpassraAns, 

ToY doparwy Tey TopyiKiY. 

% L. 5. Ep. 17. (p. 361.) Con- 
veneramus ad gancti sepulchrum: 
processio fuerat antelucana, solem- 
nitas anniversaria, populus ingens 
eexu ex utroque, quem capacissima 
basilica non caperet, et quamlibet 
cincta diffusis cryptoporticibus. Cul- 
tu peracto vigilarum, quas alter- 
nante mulcedine monachi clericique 
pealmicines concelebraverant, quis- 
que in diversa secessimus, non pro- 
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cul tamen, utpote ad tertiam presto 
futuri, cum sacerdotibus res divina 
facienda. 
% Cave, Primitive Christianity, 
pe I. ch. 7. p. 204. (p. 98.) They 
eard sermons and orations, joined 
in public prayers and praises, re- 
ceived the holy sacrament, offered 
gifts and charities for the poor, re- 
cited the names of the martyrs, then 
commemorated with their due eu- 
logies and commendations, and their 
virtues propounded to the imitation 
of the hearers. For Which purpose 
they had their set notaries, who took 
the acts, sayings, and sufferings of 
martyrs, which were after compiled 


Aa 
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fortheuse this may be one meaning of those sacrifices and oblations 
ular vse’ Which are said to be made at the monuments of the martyrs; 
festivals at and others% there are who think this was the only meaning of 
ae mar. them; because the word natalitia, in propriety, signifies the 
tyr till donations or largesses, which men were used to make upon 
causedthem their birthdays, rather than the birthdays themselves. But 
to be laid not to dispute this matter by way of criticism with any, it is 
certain they had their ovandora, or feasts of charity, and com- 
mon banquets on these days at the graves of the martyrs. 
The ancient writer under the name of Origen97 says, ‘on 
these solemnities they met together, both clergy and people, 
inviting the poor and needy, and refreshing the widows and 
the orphans; that so their festival might not only be a memo- 
rial of the happy state of the deceased, but in respect of them- 
selves also an odour of a sweet smell in the sight of God.’ In 
like manner Constantine9® says, ‘sober feasts were made by 


many for the relief of the poor, and such as stood in need of 


their assistance.’ 


into particular treatises, and were 
recited in these annual meetings; 
and this was the first original of 
Martyrologies in the Christian 
Church... .. Tertullian often: ‘ Up- 
on an anniversary-day,’ says he, 


-*we make oblations for them that 


are departed in memory of their na- 
talitia or birthdays :’ and to the same 
purpose elsewhere. ‘ As oft,’ says 
Cyprian, ‘as by an anniversary com- 
memoration we celebrate the pas- 
sion-days of the martyrs, we always 
offer sacrifices for them:’ and the 
same phrases oft occur in many 
other of the Fathers. By which it 
is evident they meant no more than 
their public prayers, and offering up 
praises to God for their piety, and 
constancy, and the excellent ex- 
amples of their martyrs, their cele- 
brating the eucharist at these times. 
as the commemoration of Christ’s 
sacrifice, their oblation of alms and 
charity for the poor, every one of 
which truly may, and often 1s, styled 
a sacrifice or oblation; and are so 
understood by some of the more 
moderate even of the Romish 
Church. 

%8 Hospinian, de Fest. Christian. 


So Chrysostom %, dissuading his people 


C. 3. p. 10. (pp. 13, seqq.) De Me- 
moriis Martrrum: Sed especially 
(p. 18. col. sinistr.) Quseritur autem 
hoc loco, &c.—Junius, Not. in Ter- 
tul. de Cor. Mil. c. 3. (Oper. Tertul. 
Franequer. 1597. Notarum, p. 126.) 
Oblationes pro defunctis.. .. Hac 
igitur legata sunt testamentama: 
quemadmodum et oblationes pro na- 
talitiis dicuntur institutiones a viven- 
tibus facta in diem natalem ipsorum, 
ut pauperibus egentibusque aliquid 
daretur refrigerii, &c. 

97 In Job. p. 437. (t. 2. p. go2 a.) 
Celebramus nimirum religiosos cum 
sacerdotibus convocantes, fideles u- 
na cum clero, invitantes adhuc ege- 
nos et pauperes, pupillos et viduas 
saturantes, ut fiat festivitas nostra in 
memoriam requiei defunctis anima- 
bus, quarum memoriam celebramus, 
nobis autem efficiatur in odorem 
suavitatis in conspectu zterni Del. 

98 Orat. ad Sanctos, c. 12. (ad 
calc. Euseb. H. E. Cantabr. 1720. 
p. 692. 23.) Lwppoveorara Be woA- 
Ady xal ra cupmdota, mpos EXeov xai 
avaxrnow rTov Seopevwv smrorovpera, 
nai mpos Bonberay ray éexrreadvrey. 

9 Hom. 47. in Sanct. Julian. t. 
I. p. 613. (t. 2. p.678 c.) Ei 8é Bov- 
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from running to the diabolical entertainments that were used 
to be made at Daphne, one of the suburbs of Antioch, tells 
them, ‘ that if they desired a corporeal as well as a spiritual table 
upon any of these festivals, they might, as soon as the assembly 
was done, recreate and feast their bodies under a vine or fig- 
tree near the monument of the martyr, and thereby secure 
their conscience from condemnation. For the very sight of 
the martyr being near them, and as it were standing by their 
table, would not suffer their pleasure to run out into excess 
and degenerate into sin; but as a good father or a master, 
being looked upon with the eye of faith, would restrain all 
ridiculous mirth, and cut off all indecent pleasures, and take 
away all lascivious motions of the flesh, which could not be 
avoided, if they went to the vain pomps of Daphne, where the 
Devil reigned in the midst of them.’ 

It appears from this that these feasts were then managed 
with great sobriety and gravity, and chiefly used, as they were 
originally designed, for the use and benefit of the poor. And 
as such, they are recommended by Nazianzen!, Theodoret?, 


Aec [BovAy, Savil.] nal viv répeus 
arokavoa, ti reprvdérepoy Tov ovaA- 
Adyou rovrov; ri yapieorepoy rov 
Gearpov rov mvevparixov; toy pedAay 
Tay Cav; THs Tay adeAPay ovvovcias ; 
"AAG kal coparens Gerdes rpame{ns 
petacyev; evravda eLeors pera rd 
AvOjva rév cvAACYoY, Tov paprupiou 
wAnciov rd cuKny h dumedoy KaTadv- 
cayri, kai TH Gopatt xapicacOat Thy 
dyeoty, cal rd ovverdds amadAakat 
xarayvecens. “O yap paprus eyyubey 
dpeapevos xai mAncioy dy cai mapeorn- 
nas alry Ty Tpamré{y, obx adinar Thy 
Hoovny eis apapriay exyvOnva. "ANN 
bomep ris madaywyds, i marnp dpu- 


oros Tois THs TigTrews Spdpevos 


Gad pois xaracrédAe Tov yéAwra’ Te- 
pixénres tas ndovds tas ardérous* Ta 
oxeprnpata THs capKos dravra avaipel, 
direp €xet ove €ore Siadvyeiv. Tivos 
€vexev; Ort xopol avdpay avpiov rd 
mpoacretoy karadapBdvovot* 7 bé Tay 
Toovray dyis Kat trdy BovAdpevoy 
cwdpporveiiv dxovra ureEdye: modkAans 
mpos THY THS aUTHS daxnpoovns pi- 
ppnow xal-padiota Gray cat 6 AraBo- 
dos pégos exeivots apn’ Kai yap md- 
peotiy urd Tay mopyiKay aopdrop, 
tnd ray alcxpay pyudtav, md rhs 
Satpomxhs mourns Kadoupevos. 

! Carm. ro. de Diversis Vite Ge- 
neribus. (t. 2. p. 80 d.) 


Ove lepny emt daira yereOAtoy né Oavdvros, 
"H reva vupdediny ovy mredvecat Oécv. 


2 Therapeut. Serm. 8. [al. Gre- 
cor. Affect. Curat. 1. 8.] (t. 4. part. 2. 
- 920.) Otros mavres, (avres péy 
wee wepiBrerros, kal rous BapBapous 
evixey, kat pera rds vixas wopumds 
éxeréXouy cay dope éretd1) 8¢ ére- 
Aevrnoay, ovdewy Tay woAAav dia- 
fpovory. Otre yap radous éxovow 
exconpovs, oOre SnuoOowias erncios 


yepaipovra.— It. ( p- 923.) ‘Avri rap 
Tlavéiwy, cal Acaciwy, nat Asovvcioy, 
kai rap Drv tydy €opreyv, Herpov, 
cal IlavAov, xat Owpa, nat Lepyiov, 
kat MapxéAXov, xat Aeovriou, cai Tay- 
TeAenpovos, Kai Avrwvivov, xai Mav- 
ptxiov, cal roy d\dwy papriupwy, émt- 
teXovvrat Snyobowwa’ Kai avri ris 
waXat tropreias, xai aloypovpyias, xal 


Aaa 
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Paulinus®, and others, being indeed nothing more than those 
common feasts of charity, called agape, and derived from 
apostolical practice, only now applied to the festivals of the 
martyrs. But as the best things by the corruptions of men 
often degenerate into abuses, so it fared with this laudable 
practice. Some made use of it only as an opportunity of grati- 
fying their covetousness and desires of filthy lucre; others 
hence took occasion to indulge themselves in revellings and 
dancings; and some were so vain as to think that even rioting 
and drunkenness at such times was for the honour of the 
martyr. The last of these abuses was so notorious, that the 
Manichees hence took occasion to rail at the Church, and 
calumniate her as encouraging such abominable practices in 
her people: which though it was a malicious slander in respect 
of the Church, who did all she could to discourage such ex- 
ceases ; yet in respect of the people, the fact was too true, and 
the charge too well-grounded to be denied of them all in 
general. Therefore St. Austin’, in answer to the objection, is 
forced to own the charge in part as true. ‘I know,’ says he, 
‘there are many who superstitiously worship graves and 
pictures. I know many that drink luxuriously and excessively 
over the dead, and, when they make a feast for the deceased, 
bury themselves over those that lie buried in the graves, and 
‘after all place their gluttony and drunkenness to the account 
of religion. But I advise you to leave off railing at the Ca- 
tholic Church for this: for in speaking against the morals of 
such men, you only condemn those whom the Church herself 
condemns, and daily labours to correct them as wicked chil- 
dren.’ ‘They who make themselves drunk in the memorials 
of the martyrs,’ says he again in another place® in answer to 


aloypoppnpocwns, odtpoves €oprd- mpocevyny afterraivois Koopoupemny 
(ovras mavnyvpets, ov peOny ~xovoa, Saxpvors 
kat x@pov, cal yéAwra, aAX’ vpvous ‘i Natal. S. Felic. 6. (p. 561.) 
Geious, cat iepay Acyiwy dxpdacry, Kal 

Concordate meis, precor, et complaudite, fratres, 

Carminibus, castoque animos effundite luxu: 

Gaudia sancta decent et carmina casta fideles. 


4 De Monb. Eccles. Cathol. c. 34. bentes, super sepultos seipsos sepe- 
t. 1. p. 331. (t.1. p.713 e.) Novi liant, et voracitates ebrietatesque 
multos esse sepulchrorum, et pictu- suas deputent religioni. , 
rarum adoratores : novi multos esse, © Cont. Faust. 1.20. c. ar. (t.8. 
qui luxuriosissime super mortuos p. 348 a.) Qui autem se in memoriis 
bibant, et, epulas cadaveribus exhi- martyrum inebnant, quomodo a no- 
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the same objection, ‘ are so far from having the approbation of 
the Church, that she condemns them for being guilty of that 
vice in their own private houses. It is one thing that we are 
commanded to teach, and another thing that we are com- 
manded to correct, and forced to tolerate and endure, till we 
can amend it.’ St. Ambrose® happily corrected this intempe- 
rance at Milan, by prohibiting all such feasts in the church: 
and St. Austin? made use of his example to persuade Aurelius, 
the primate of Carthage, to use his authority to do the same 
in the African Churches. Upon which Aurelius got a canon 
made in the third Council of Carthage °, obliging the clergy to 
refrain from all such feasting in the church, and as much as in 
them lay, to restrain the people from the same practice. This 
had been prohibited before by the Council of Laodicea 9, for- 
bidding all feasts of charity, and all eating and spreading of 
tables in the church: and it was prohibited afterwards by the 
second Council of Orleans in France, where a general canon 1° 
was made, ‘ that no one should pretend to pay any vow in the 
church by singing, or drinking, or any loose behaviour what- 
a preclaro predicatore atque antis- 
tite pietatis preceptum esse, ista 
non fieri, &c. 

7 Ep. 64. [al.22.] ad Aurelian. (t. 2. 
p. 27.) Consult the whole and espe- 


cially sect. 4. (p. 28.) Heec si prima 
Africa tentaret auferre a ceteris terris 


bis approbari possunt, cum eos, 
etiam si in domibus suis id faciant, 
sana doctrina condemnet? Sed 
ailud est quod docemus, aliud 
quae sustinemus, aliud quod emen- 

preecipimur, et donec emende- 
mus tolerare compellimur.—Conf. 


Ambros. de Elia et Jejunio, c. 17. 
(t. r. p.554¢. n. 62.) Quid obtesta- 
tiones potentium loquor?.... Biba- 
mus, inquiunt, pro salute impera- 
toris [al. Opto salutem imperato- 
rum] et qui non biberit, sit [al. fat] 
reus indevotionis.... Hc vota 
Deum pervenire judicant, sicut illi, 
sb calices ad sepulchra martyrum 

eferunt, atque illic in vesperam 
bibunt, et aliter se exaudiri posse 
non credunt. O stultitiam homi- 
num, qui ebrietatem sacrificium pu- 
tant: qui existimant illos ebrietate 
placari, a jejunio passiones susti- 
nere didicerunt [al. qui sstiment 
illis ebrietatem placere, qui jejunio 
ere sustinere didicerunt }].— 

yprian. de Duplici Martyrio, p. 42. 
(int. Spuria, p. 183.) Annon vide- 
mus ad martyrum memorias, &c. 

6 Vid. Augustin. Confes. }. 6. c. 2. 
(t. 1. p. 120 b.) Itaque ubi comperit 


imitatione digna esse deberet. Cum 
vero et per Italiz maximam partem 
ac prope omnibus transmarinis ec- 
clesiis ....episcoporum diligentia et 
apimadversione extincta atque de- 
leta sunt, &c. 

8 C. 30. (t.2. p.1171d.) Ut nulli 
episcopi vel clerici in ecclesia con- 
viventur, nisi forte transeuntes hos- 

itiorum necessitate illic reficiantur. 

opuli etiam ab hujusmodi conviviis, 
quantum fieri potest, prohibean- 
tur. 

9 C. 28. (t. 1. p. 1501 c.) “Ore ob 
det ev Trois Kuptaxois, h ev rais éxxAn- 
giats, tas Aeyouevas aydras Tovey, 
kal €vy T@ oixm Tov Oeov ecGiew Kai 
axovBira oTpavvver. 

10 C. 12. (t. 4. p.1781e.) Ne quis 
in ecclesia votum suum cantando, 
bibendo, vel lasciviendo exsolvat [al. 
dissolvat}, quia Deus talibus votis 
irritatur potius quam placetur. 
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soever: because God was rather provoked than appeased by 
such vows as these.’ 

There was another evil custom prevailing in France in the 
time of king Clodoveus II. about the year 650, when the first 
Council of Chalons was held, which endeavoured by a canon" 
to correct it, viz. ‘that on the festivals of martyrs and dedica- 
tions of churches, companies of women were used to come 
before the church, singing filthy and obscene songs, whilst 
they should have been at divine service: whom they therefore 
order to be repelled, and if they persisted obstinate in their 
wickedness, to be prosecuted with the severest censures of the 
Church.’ 

St. Basil '2 mentions another abuse of these festivals, which 
was men’s keeping markets at these times and places, under 
colour of making better provision for these feasts: but he 
smartly rebukes this as ‘a great encroachment upon piety, 
wholly unbecoming such solemnities, which were designed 
purely for prayer and the commemoration of the virtues of 
holy men, for our encouragement and imitation; and he tells 
such men they ought to remember the severity of our Saviour, 
who whipped the buyers and sellers out of the temple, when 
by their marketings and merchandise they had turned the 
house of prayer into a den of thieves.’ 

_ There are many other abuses and corruptions, which crept 
into the Church at this door in after-ages, such as the invoca- 
tion of saints and martyrs, the worshipping of relics, pilgrim- 
ages and visitings of shrines, and the like superstitious prac- 


1! C, 1g. (t.6. p. 391 b.) Noscitur 
valde esse indecorum, quod per de- 
dicationes basilicarum, vel festivita- 
tes martyrum, ad ipsa solemnia con- 
fluentes chorus foemineus turpia qui- 
dem et obsccena cantica decantare 
videntur, dum aut orare debeant, 
aut clericos psallentes audire. Unde 
convenit, ut sacerdotes loci talia a 
septis basilicarum, vel porticibus 
ipsarum, ac etiam ab ipsis atriis, 
vetare debeant et arcere. Et si 
voluntarie noluerint emendare, aut 
excommunicari debeant, aut disci- 
pline aculeum sustinere. 

12 Regul. Major. queest. 40. (t. 2. 
part. 1. p. 450.) "AAN ovde ras év 


Tous , Baprupiors yivouevas ayopagias 
oixeias nw 6 Adyos Seixvuow* ov 
yap Grou | Tivos: evexey ev rows pap- 
Tupiots, 7) ev Tots mepi alta rémots 
paiver Oat emiBahret _Xpioriavois, ] 
MPooeuxys Evexev, Kat Tov ets tnré- 
pynow €dOdvras THs Tov ayicy umep 
etoeBetas pexpt Gavarov évordacews 
m™pos TOY (ndov Tov Opotov 1 potpann- 
vat, Bepynpevous THs PoBepwrars 
opyns Tov Kupiou, ort Kat Mavrote, ral 
mavraxou mpaus oy, Kat Tamewwos yi] 
rapoia, xabos yéypanrat, povors TOs 
epi Td iepoy Te@dovor kal adyopd(ovat 
Thy paotiya _fmavereivero, es THs €p- 
Topias rov otkoy TS Mpowevyns pera- 
motovons eis ownAaoy AnoTay. 
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tices, which, as they were utterly unknown or disallowed in 
the purer ages of the Church, so it is none of my business here 
further to pursue. 

11. But it may be inquired, whether any particular days what festi 
were set apart in memory of the Apostles and first disciples of = a 
Christ? To which I answer, that as many of them as were memory ot 
martyrs, and the time and place of their passions was known, ees 
there is no reason to question, but that they had anniversary 
commemorations among the rest of the martyrs, at least from 
the time that the festivals of martyrs began to be observed in 
the Church. Thus the martyrdom of St. Peter and St. Paul 
was observed at Rome, either upon the 29th of June or the 
22nd of February: for the day is disputed between bishop 


Pearson'? and Pagi'*, and I will not pretend to decide the 


13 Annal. Cyprian. an. 258. p. 63. 
(ap. Oper. Cyprian. Ed. Amstel. 1700. 
.50.) Hujus observationis utilitas 
iem respicit, quo facta esse dicitur 
translatio, nempe tertium Kalendas 
Julii; quo die vulgo putant eos 
Apostolos passos esse, contra vete- 
rum sententiam, qui ultimo Neronis 
anno eorum martyrium ascribunt. 
. Ultimo enim Neronis anno, vicesimo 
nono Junii, pati non potuere, quia 
ipse Nero sexto die Junii periit. Sed 
si alio die depositio facta est, alio 
translatio, quam secuta est postea 
solemnitas, salva erit veterum sen- 
tentia. Et sane ante Pseudo-Isidori 
getatem, ante Gesta Pontificalia, na- 
talibus SS. Apostolorum Petri et 
Pauli alius dies assignabatur. Nam 
Polemius Sylvius in Laterculo suo, 
sacra profanaque festa continente, 
A. D. ccccx.ix. evulgato, heec ha- 
bet: vits. Cal. (Martii) depositio SS. 
Petri et Pauli. De qua varietate 
alibi latius a nobis disputatum est. 
14 Critic. in Baron. an. 358. n. 3. 
(t. 1. p. 266.) Nihil a Sixto in suo 
pontificatu gestum reperimus, nisi 
quod in Indiculo Depositionis Mar- 
Piag habetur, Tertio Kalendas Julti, 
etrt tn catacumbas, et Pauls Osti- 
ense, Tusco et Basso Coss. Bucherius 
cum hoc arcanum non intelligeret, 
scripsit in margine: Nescio quid hic 
sibi velint hi consules, forte aliunde 
lucati. Verum non de sanctorum 


Apostolorum passionis, sed de trans- 
lationis tempore hic agitur. Idem 
habet Gestorum Pontificalium auc- 
tor, sed pontifices permutavit, ut 
spe solet, et pro Sixto Cornelium 
posuit, indeque Pseudo-Isidorus 
eandem historiam fictitize Cornelii 
Epistolz inseruit. Caius, qui circa 
annum Christi cc. scripsit, tradit, 
Apostolorum trophza tunc temporis 
in Vaticano et Ostiensi asservata 
fuisse. Hec igitur trophza in cata- 
cumbas transtulisse videtur Sixtus, 
magis in dies szviente persecutionis 
ardore, ut ibi tutius stationes haberi 
possent. Ita recte Pearsonius, gui 
subjungit, Hujus observationts utsis- 
tas, &c. [See the preceding note. } 
Hec Pearsonius, cujus librum, in 

uo de ea varietate agit, non vidi. 

erum enimvero observatio hc 
vanissima. Petrus non ultimo Ne- 
ronis anno, sed undecimo martyrium 
subiit, ut suo loco demonstravi, 
ejusque natale die vicesimo nono 

uni celebratum. Sed quia trans- 
lationes sanctorum eo spe die, quo 
ad Deum migrarunt, vel colebantur, 
fieri solite erant, is dies a Sixto ad 
eam translationem faciendam electus; 
quod etiam in S. Urbani Pape trans- 
latione preestitum fuisse anno CCxxI. 
notavimus. Neque refert, quod in 
Laterculo Sylvii legitur. Hinc enim 
tantum inferendum, aliam SS. Apo- 
stolorum translationem, quie etiam 
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controversy between them. Sut it is generally agreed both 
by the Ancients and Moderns, that they both suffered martyr- 
dom at the seme time in the persecution.under Nero at Rome. 
This Eusebius'> shows out of Caius Romanus, Tertullian, 
Origen, and Dionysius of Corinth; who say, that the one was 
crucified and the other beheaded ; and that their trophies or 
monuments were, the one in the Via Ostiensis, and the other in 
the Vatican, till Pope Xystus removed them into the catacombs, 
or subterrancous vaults, as the old Indiculus Depositionis Mar- 
tyrum calls them, for greater security in the heat of persecu- 
tion. And here it was, that St. Jerom'¢ says, when he was a 
schoolboy at Rome, ‘he often went with others of his com- 
panions into the crypte or cemeteries underground, to see 
their sepulchres among the rest of the martyrs.’ So that it 
being unquestionable, that St. Peter and St. Paul were crowned 
with martyrdom at Rome, there is no doubt to be made, but 
that their festivals were anciently observed there and else- 
where, as other festivals of the martyrs. And the like may be 


depositionis nomine ab antiquis de- 
signatur, in festo cathedre S. Petri 
factam esse. Nam viii. Kalendas 
Martii cathedram S. Petri, non vero 
natalem ejus celebratum fuisse, cer- 
tum fit ex Indiculo Depositionis 
Martyrum, Laterculo Sylvii antiqui- 
ore; in eo enim legitur, Octaro Ka- 
lendas Martw natale Petri de cathe- 
dra; ubi vides, etiam natalis nomen 
cnilibet festo attributum fuisse. 

16 L, 2. c. 25. (v. r. p. 83. 31.) 
TlavAos 89 ody én abrns ‘Popns tHv 
Kearny arotrpnOnva, Kat Tlérpos 
@cavTas dvackoXomiaOnvat Kar adrov 
igropovvra. Kat meorovurat ye thy 
igropiay 7 Ilérpov kat TlavAou els 
devpo kpaTjoaca €mt TOV abTobe Kot- 
pnTnpiov mpda pnts ovdev & Jitrov 
_ kal exxAnoragTiKs avnp, Vaios 6 ovoya, 
Kara Zeupivov ‘Pwpaiov yeyouws 
érigkxotrov’ Os bn, Tipdkd@ Ts Kara 
@pvyas mpoiorapevy yrouns éyypa- 
pos Biarex Geis, aura On tava epi 
Tov Torey, évOa Tav elpnyevey *Aro- 
ordAwy Ta lepa oKnvapata katate ec- 
Tat, gnow “Eyo d€ ra Tporata TOY 
*ArroaTéAwy € w deifae’ ea yap Gedn- 
ons ameNOewv emt rov Bartxavoy, h emi 
rny d0dv thy ‘Qoriav, ebpnoes ra 


Tpémaia Tey Taurny iSpucapérey Thy 
éxxAnotay. ‘Qs G€ xara rdy airiv 
dude xatpoy €, éuaprupnoay, Kopi Bice 
émioxoros Atovvoros éyypahas “Pe- 
paios oper, pode TOS Tapicmow 
Tavta ral Upeis ta ™s ToraurTns you- 
Gegias thy amd Tletpov kat TlavAov 
ureiav yevvnOeioay Popatoy Te ral 
Kopwbiav cuvexepacare’ kai yap ap- 
gw rai eis ™y mpeT€pay KopwOor gu- 
Tevoayres nuas, opoiws edi8afav" Opoi- 
ws S€ xal els thy "IraXiay _opéce di- 
bafavres, € €“aptupnoay Kata Tov auTov 
Karpov. —L. 3. c. I. (ibid. p. 88. 3.) 
Os xai [Tlerpos] eri réAee ev ‘Popy 
yevdpevos dvecxodonicOn Kara xeda- 
Ans, ovTws avrds aétooas Trade. Ti 
bei Tept TavAov eye. . . Kat VorTepoy 
ev T7 Paopy emi Népwvos pepaprupn- 
kétos. Tavta ‘Opryever kara deft ev 
Tpite Tén@ Tay eis Thy Teveow éfn- 
yntixa@y eipnrat. 

16 In Ezek. c. 40. p. 636. (t. 5. 
p. 468 b.)....Solebam cum ceteris 
ejusdem etatis et propositi, diebus 
Dominicis sepulcra Apostolorum et 
Martyrum circuire ; crebroque cryp- 
tas ingredi, que in terrarum pro- 
funda defosse, &c. 
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concluded of all the other Apostles, who suffered martyrdom 
in the several countries where they preached the Gospel. 

12. Besides these, the ancient Church kept a festival in The festival 
memory of the Holy Innocents that were slain at our Saviour's of the Holy 
birth. The ancient writers never speak of them but under the 
title of Christian martyrs. Cyprian!’ says, ‘the nativity of 
Christ began a martyriis infantium, immediately with the 

‘ martyrdom of those infants, that from two years old and under 
were slain for his name. That tender age, which was not yet 
able to fight, was fit to receive a crown. The innocent infants 
were slain for his name, that it might appear that they are in- 
nocent, who are slain for the sake of Christ: and hereby it was 
shown, that no one is free from the danger of persecution, 
seeing even such as these were martyred for his sake.’ To the 
same purpose St. Hilary'® says, ‘Bethlehem flowed with the 
blood of the martyrs,’ and ‘ that they were advanced to eternity 
by the glory of martyrdom.’ So St. Austin’: ‘ These infants 
died for Christ, not knowing it: their parents bewailed them, 
dying martyrs: they could not yet speak, and yet for all that 
they confessed Christ : Christ granted them the honour to die 
for his name: Christ vouchsafed them the benefit of being 
washed from original sin in their own blood.’ In like manner 
Prudentius®°, in his poetical way, thus sets forth their praises : 
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7 Ep. 56. (al. 58.] ad Thibaritan. 
p- 123. (p. 257.) Christi nativitas a 
martyriis infantium statim cepit, ut 
ob nomen ejus, a bimatu et infra 
qu fuerant, necarentur. Atas, nec- 

um habilis ad pugnam, idonea ex- 
stitit ad coronam ; ut appareret, in- 
nocentes esse, qui propter Christum 
necantur: infantia innocens ob no- 
men ejus occisa est. Ostensum est 
neminem esse a periculo persecu- 
tionis immunem, quando et tales 
martyria fecerunt. 

18 In Matth. c.1. (t.1. p.672 ¢. 
n.6.) Post Judzorum insectationem 
et in exstinguendo eo profane plebis 
assensum Christus ad Gentes inanis- 
simis religionibus deditas transit: 
et, Judzam relinquens, ignoranti 
eum szculo colendus infertur, Beth- 
lehem, id est, Judea, martyrum 
sanguine redundante.... Non enim 
non erant ii, qui mortui putabantur ; 


in eternitatis enim profectum per 
martyrii gloriam efferebantur. 

19 De Symbolo, 1. 3. c. 4. t. 9. 
p- 303. [al. de Symbolo ad Catechu- 
menos, Sermo alius. | (t.6. p.571 a.) 
Moriuntur parvuli pro Christo ne- 
scientes, parentes plangunt martyres 
morientes; ille nondum loquentes 
idoneos suos efficit testes.... Nec- 
dum loquuntur, et Christum con- 
fitentur.... Prestitit eis Christus ut 
pro Christo morerentur, prestitit ut 
suo sanguine ab originali peccato 
diluerentur.—Ep. 28. ad Hieron. 
See n. 26, following.—De Liber. Ar- 
bitrio, 1. 3. c. 23. (t. 1. p. 638 c.) 
Non enim frustra etiam infantes 
illos, qui, cum Dominus Jesus 
Christus necandus ab Herode que- 
reretur, occisi sunt, in honorem 
martyrum receptos commendat ec- 
clesia. 


20 Cathemerin. Hymn. de Epis 
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‘Hail, ye flowers of the martyrs, whom the enemies of Christ 
cut off in your first entrance upon the light, as men do roses 
when they first appear. Ye proto-victims of Christ, ye tender 
flock of sacrifices, play innocently with your crowns and gar- 
lands before the very altar.’ St. Chrysostom?! was of the 
same mind when he said, ‘ These infants received no harm by 
their death; it only translated them so much the sooner to the 
port and haven of rest and tranquillity.’ And so the author of 
the Opus Imperfectum, under the name of Chrysostom”, 
speaking of Herod’s cruelty, says, ‘he gave all the infants 
eternal life for the sake of one ;’ meaning, that he made them 
all martyrs for the sake of Christ, whom he thought to have 
slain among them. Before all these Irenseus?5 says, ‘ Christ 
when he was an infant made infants martyrs for himself, and 


sent them before him into his kingdom.’ 


Pope Leo2* and 


Fulgentius speak of them in the same style, as ‘ infant martyrs 


phan. v. v. 128-1332. (v. 1. p. 157.) 
Salvete, flores martyrum, 
Quos lucis ipso in hmine, 
Christi insecutor sustulit, 

Ceu turba nascentes rosas. 
Vox prima Christi victima, 
Grex immolatorum tener, 
Arain ante ipsam simplices 
Palmis et coronis luditis. 

21 Hom. 9. in Math. p. 83. (t. 7. 
p. 132d.) Tt rotvuy €8AaBn ra radia, 
avaipeOevra emi wtrobecet towurtn, 
kai mpos Tov axupavToy Taxéws aTreve- 
xGevra Aipeva ; 

22, In Matth. 2. p. 780. (Oper. 
Chrysostom. t. 6. p. 33 a.) Omnibus 
vitam eternam prestitit propter 
unum. 

23 LL. 3. c. 18. (p. 240. 27.) Prop- 
ter hoc et pueros eripiebat, qui 
erant in domo David, bene sortiti 
illo tempore nasci, ut eos premit- 
teret in suum regnum; ipse infans 
cum esset, infantes hominum mar- 
tyres parans, prupter Christum, qui 
in Bethlehem natus est Jude, in 
civitate David interfectos, secundum 
Scripturas. 

24 Serm. 7. [al. 37. c. 3.] in Epi- 
phan. p. 33. (t. 1. p. 139.) Ad hance 
vos similitudinem parvulorum mys- 
terium hodierne festivitatis invitat : 
et hanc vobis humilitatis formam 


adoratus a Magis puer Salvator in- 
sinuat: qui ut imitatoribus suis quid 
glorise pararet, ostenderet, ortus sui 
tempore editos martyrio consecravit 
ut in Bethlehem, ubi Christus natus 
est, geniti per communionem etatis 
consortes fierent passionis.—Conf. 
Fulgent. Hom. 4. de Epiphania et 
Innocentibus. P.54t- (ap. Bibl. Max. 
t.9. p.109 e. 6.).... Non solum 
istum puerum [Jesum] non inve- 
nisti: sed nec illis pueris aliquid 
nocuisti: immo inscius, quod illis 
proderat, hoc egisti. Per seevitiam 
quippe tuam sancti sunt martyres; 
gui per infantiam suam fuerant in- 
nocentes : quando per gratiam hujus 
pueri pro eo meruerunt mori; prius- 
quam eum possent coram hominibus 
confiteri. Iste itaque puer, qui mun- 
dum creavit, qui mundum regit, qui 
omnia, quecumque vult, facit, qui 
cuncta mirabili atque inseparabili 
ordine disponit, hoc ordinavit, hoc 
egit, ut per tuam ibvidiam furiosam 
illi puerl! mortem susciperent preti- 
osam: et, quod eis ad salutem tuam 
prestare non posses amicus, hoc ad 
damnationem tuam faceres inimicus. 
Ad hoc ergo te permisit infantes oc- 
cidere, ut illos de te faceret trium- 
phare. Te ergo permisit ad nequi- 
tiam, illos perduxit ad palmam. 
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and co-partners in the passion of Christ, who suffered martyr- 
dom for him without knowledge or grief.’ 

But Origen®5 goes a little further, and not only calls them 
the first-fruits of the martyrs, but says, ‘ their memortal was 
always celebrated in the Churches after the manner or order 
of the saints, as being the first martyrs that were slain for 
Christ.’ And St. Austin says more than once*6, ‘that the 
Church received them to the honour of her martyrs,’ which 
seems to imply, that some peculiar festival was appointed for 
their commemoration. But whether this at first was a distinct 
festival from the Epiphany, or rather kept on the same day, is 
a matter that may bear some dispute; because Prudentius, 
Fulgentius, and Leo, speak of the innocents only upon this 
day, and not upon any other occasion. 

18. But we are further to observe, that anciently they cele- The festival 
brated not only the festivals of the Christian martyrs, but also ste 
some of the more eminent martyrs of the Old Testament: such 
as the Seven Maccabees, whose courage in opposing the tyrant 
Antiochus Epiphanes, and dying for the defence of the Jewish 
Law, seems to have been generally over the whole Christian 
Church in the fourth century, about which time we find 
abundance of panegyrics made upon them. Chrysostom has 
three Homilies ?7 upon this occasion, wherein he speaks of their 
festival being celebrated at Antioch with more than ordinary 
concourses of people. St. Austin?® says, the Christians had a 
church there called by the name of the Maccabees: and he 
himself has two Sermons upon their festival29, in which he 
shows that they were esteemed in reality Christian martyrs. 
And hence it appears that their feast was solemnly observed 


2 Hom. 3. de Diversis. t.2. p. as the passage cited in the third 


436. (Ed. Ascensian. 1522. fol. 121. 
vers. 1.) Horum et memoria sem- 
r, ut dignum est, in ecclesiis ce- 
ebratur, secundum integrum ordi- 
nem sanctorum, ut primorum mar- 
tyrum pro Domino occisorum, et ut 
ipsa Bethleem primitias Domino 
martyrum, in qua natus est ipse 
malyaiors obtulisse videatur. 

ie vee 10, pe 3. C. 23. 
Hatin 5 — 

Ep. 28. Ps 26 766.] fieron. c. 

(t. 2. p. 591 b.) re same wor 


part of n. 19, preceding. 

ni ae 44 49, 50. t. 1. (t. 2. 

p. 622, 628, 631. 
28 Hom. fon. te Divers. t. 10. 
p- 585. [al. Sermn. 300. c. 6.] (t. 5. 
p. 1221 b.) Sanctorum Machabzo- 
rum basilica esse in Antiochia pre- 
dicatur : in illa scilicet civitate, que 
regis ipsius persecutoris nomine vo- 
catur. 

29 As above, and Hom. 110. de 
Divers. Fae Serm. 301.] (ibid. p. 
1221.] Magnum ee &c. 


ee 
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he says it began to be used in the monasteries not long before 
his time, which was about the year 1150. And it appears from 
a Decree of Alexander the Third, that it was not observed at 
Rome in his time, anno 1179. For he says29, ‘The feast of 
the Holy Trinity is diversely observed according to the cus- 
tom of different countries; some keeping it on the Octaves of 
Pentecost, and others on the first Sunday before Advent. But 
in the Roman Church it is not used to be celebrated as any 
particular festival; for we say every day, Glory be to the 
Father, and to the Son, and to the Holy Ghost! and such 
other things as appertain to the praise of the Trinity.’ So that 
Trinity Sunday being wholly unknown to the Ancients under 
that particular name, it is most probable this was the day on 
which a general commemoration was made of all the martyrs 
in the world, as St. Chrysostom’s Homily 4° bears it in the title. 
For the multitude of martyrs being vastly great, it was impos- 
sible that particular days should be assigned to each of them; 
and therefore every Church chiefly celebrated the days of her 
own martyrs, which often came once or twice in a week", 
and added one solemn day for the commemoration of them all 
in general: of which I have nothing more particularly to re- 
mark, but that the Ancients on this day commonly exerted 
themselves, and showed the utmost of their skill in the art of 


-oratory, of which many of them were great masters, in dt- 


scribing the passions, and setting forth the glory of those vic- 
tories and trophies that were so frequently and so surprisingly 
acquired by the martyrs. 

It is a beautiful stroke of Chrysostom’s pen, in his Homily 
upon this occasion??, with which I will end this chapter upon 
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39 Decretal. Greg. M. ]. 2. tit. 9. 
de Feriis, c. 2. (Corp. Jur. Canon. 
t. 2. p. 596. 18.) Festivitas S. Tri- 
Ditatis, secundum consuetudines di- 
versarum regionum, a quibusdam 
consuevit in octavis Pentecostes, ab 
aliis in Dominica prima ante adven- 
tum Domini celebrari. Ecclesia si- 
quidem Romana in usu non habet, 
quod in aliquo tempore hujusmodi 
celebret spiritualiter fal. specialiter] 
festivitatem, cum singulis diebus, 
Gloria Patri et Filio et Spiritui 
Sancto! et [cetera] similia dicantur 


ad laudem pertinentia Trinitatis.— 
See also Microlog. de Observ. Ec- 
cles. c. 60. (ap. Bibl. Max. t. 18. p. 
489 h.) De Officio Suncte Trinitatis. 

40 See n. 305, preceding. 

41 Vid. Chrysostom. Hom. 4o. in 
Juventin. et Maxim. t. 1. p. 546. 
(t. 2. p. 578.)—Hom. 65. de Martyr. 
t. 5. p. 971. (ibid. p. 650. [abest a 
Savil.] — Theodoret. Serm. 8. de 
Martyr. t. 4. p. 605. See before, 
b. 13. ch.9g. 8. 5. v. 4. p. 536, the 
second part of n. 57. 


42 Hom. 74. de Martyr. Tot. Orb. 
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these festivals of the martyrs. ‘The Devil,’ says he, ‘intro- 
duced death into the world, but the wisdom of God turned it 
to our honour and glory: for hereby he opened the way to 
martyrdom, and made our destruction become the occasion of a 
crown. The Devil designed to ruin us by death, but Christ 
inverted his design, and makes use of death to introduce us into 
heaven by martyrdom. Here, as in all other battles, there were 
armies engaged on both sides: the martyrs on the one side, 
and tyrants on the other. The tyrants were armed, and the 
martyrs naked ; yet they that were naked got the victory, and 
they that carried arms were vanquished. What an astonishing 
engagement was this?’ He that is beaten proves victor over 
him that beats him; he that is bound overcomes him that is at 
liberty ; he that is burnt tames him that burns him; and he 
that dies vanquishes him that puts him to death. These are 
astonishing things: but it is grace that works these miracles ; 
they are above the strength of nature.’ Thus the Ancients 
extolled their martyrs, those heroes of Christianity, by just 
praises and commendations, and endeavoured to provoke others 
to piety and virtue by their example, which was the great end 
and design of these holy solemnities and i meetings at 
the memorials of the martyrs. 


. Kai év- 


p. 896. (t. 2.p. 711 c. et p.712 

ay “Dore pa Ghyapev, ore eyevopeba 
Ounroi, aX’ ebyapiorapen, Ort amo TOU 
Oavarov a dve@xOn huiv 7d orddiov Tov 
paprupiou’ ard rns Pbopas éddBopev 
inddeoty Trav BpaBeiwv* érrev0ev €xo- 
pev aoppy Tay mahacoparoy. “Opas 
copiay Oe" ras To péyoroy Toy 
Kaxay, ré kepadatov THS NuEeTEpas Tup- 
opas, omep cioiryayev 6 AdBohos, 
roy Gavaroy A€yoo, TouToy ¢€is Tiny 
* wat Oday 7 nuetépay pereBane, 81a rov- 
Tov mpos TOU paprupiou BpaBeia 
Tous addnras ayov. . .'Exeivos elo- 
Nyayer, iva dmoheon, ral mpos THY yy 
énavayayov macay éxxéyn owrnpias 
wi8a’ 56 Xptords 8 aird AaBov 
peréeorpeve, kal els Tov ovpavdy nas 


8 avrov madw eionyaye. 
ravda 8v0 tmapardgers, n yey Téy pap- 
TUp@Y, " be Tay Tupavywy* GAN’ ol pey 
Tupavvoi €iot xabwmdtopevor, oi 8¢ 
paptupes YR TO Tadpart payovra, 
kal vixy Ta yunvay. ov xadondio- 
pevaov, yivera. Tis ovx dy éxrrdayein, 
Gre 6 paori{dueros meptyiverat Tov 
paorifovros, 6 Bedepevos Tov Aedupe- 
you, 6 raraxatdpevos Tov xaiovros, 6 
drobyna Kay TOU dvaipouvros ; ; Elges 
mas Tavra éxeivay ppixadéorepa ; 
éxetva pev el xai HoBepa, GAdd xara 
guow yiverat. Tavra d€ 1racay imep- 
Baiver guow cal macav _mpayparoy 
axo\ovGiay’ iva pans, ore ™s Tov 
Gcod xdpirds ote ra KaropOovpeva. 
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lemnity with him, which was observed with reading, psalmody, 
preaching, praying, and receiving the eucharist, as other solemn 
festivals. Paulinus ‘> likewise takes notice of this particular 
circumstance, that they were used to invite their fellow-bishops 
to come and celebrate these their spiritual nativities with them: 
for so, he says, he himself was invited by Anastatius, bishop of 
Rome, to celebrate his birthday. The like we find in the 
Epistles of St. Ambrose*®, Pope Hilary +7, and several others*®. 

Now the design of these anniversaries was very excellent to 
put bishops in mind of the great and weighty burden that was 
laid upon them, and to be a fresh occasion of recollecting with 
themselves how faithfully and conscientiously and carefully 
they had discharged the trust committed to them. Thus St 
Austin represents the matter in one of his Sermons ‘9 upon 


45 Ep.16. ad Delphin. (p.175.) 
Deinde nos ipsos Rome, cum so- 
Jemni consuetudine ad beatorum 
Apostolorum natalem venissemus, 
tam blande quam honorifice excepit. 
Postea quoque, interposito tempore, 
etiam ad natalem suum invitare dig- 
natus est. 

46 Ep.s. [al. 4.] ad Felic. Episc. 
Comens. (t. 2. p. 763 c. n. 2. et 0.3.) 
Tum ego nostris fabulis intexui 
diem natalis tui....Natalem autem 
tuum prosequemur nostris orationi- 
bus, &c. 

47 Ep. 2. ad Tarracon. (CC. t. 4. 
p. 1036 a.) Lectis in conventu fra- 
trum, quos natalis mei festivitas con- 
gregarat, literis vestris. 

43 Sixtus, Ep. ad Ioan. Antioch. 
(CC. t.3. p.1261 c.] Audivit uni- 
versa fraternitas, que ad natalis mei 
convenerat diem, &c.— Anastas. Bib- 
liothecar. Vit. Adrian. 1. (Rom. 1718 
—35 t.4, p. 252. in fin. num. 320.).. 
Et constituit ut quatuor vicibus in 
anno ipsum pharum ls B. Petn 
ecclesia | accendatur; id est, in Nati- 
vitate Domini, in Pascha, in Natali 
Apostolorum, et Natali Pontificis. 

49 Hom. 24. ex 50. t. 10. p. 172. 
ta Serm. 383. |(t.5. pp. 1484, seqq.) 

ie quidem omni, et omni hora, 
curaque omnino continua, dilectissi- 
mi, cogitare debet episcopus, quantz 
dispensationis sarcinam gerat, qua- 
lem de illa rationem Domino reddat 


suo. Veruntamen cum dies anni- 
versarius nostre ordinationis exori- 
tur, tunc maxime onus hujus offici, 
tanquam tunc primum imponatur, 
attenditur. Interest autem, quod eo 
die, quo id prius suscepimus, tantum 
quemadmodum gerendum esset, co- 
itavimus: at vero consequentibus 
iebus, preecipueque illo, quo ejus 
solemnitas agitur, non solum futura 
ejus, quemadmodum deinceps gen 

ebeant, cauta previsione consuli- 
mus, verum etiam preterita, quem- 
admodum gesta sint, solicita re- 
cordatione recolimus: ut nosmet 
ipsos in benefactis imitemur, et si 
qua culpanda transierunt, ne repe- 
tantur curemus, ut ignoscantur ore- 
mus: et accusationem Diaboli, ubi 
possumus, recte agendi sedulitate 
fugiamus: ubi autem non possumus, 
confitendi pietate vincamus. Sicut 
enim futura peccata, negligendo jus- 
titiam, committuntur ; ita preterita, 
injustitiam defendendo, firmantur. 
Sicut ergo, ne fiant, prospicit caritas, 
ita facta delet humilitas: ut que 
jam non possunt recte agendo non 
admitti, possint saltem non super- 
biendo dimnitti Didicimus quippe 
dicere Patri nostro, qui est in ceelis, 
Dimitte nobis debita nostra, sicut et 
nos dimittimus debitoribus nostris. 
Quod ut veraciter dicere possimus, 
etiam inimicos nostros oportet uti- 
que diligamus, quos tamen habere, 
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this occasion. ‘A bishop,’ says he, ‘ ought to consider every 
day and every hour, and with a continual care, what a weighty 
dispensation is committed to him, and what an account thercof 
he is to make to his Lord. But when the anniversary day of 
our ordination returns, then the honour of this office is chiefly 
reflected on, as if it were then first imposed upon us. But 
there is this difference, that on the day when we first received 
the office we had only to consider how we ought to behave our- 
selves in it: but every day after, and especially on that day 
when the solemnity returns, we not only look forward, and 
with great caution and foresight consider what we ought to do 
for the time to come, but also look back to what is past and 
carefully recollect what we have already done; that we may 
go on to imitate ourselves if we have done any thing well, or, 
if otherwise we have done things that arc blameworthy, be 
careful not to repeat them again in time to come. Therefore, 
on this solemnity of my ordination, I say to those who are my 
debtors by trespassing against me ;—if any man becomes my 
enemy, because I tell him the truth; if I seem troublesome to 
any, because I give him good advice; if I am forced to offend 


nisi cogente justitia, non debemus. 
Nam si homines nobis pro nostris 
malis meritis inimici sunt, non cu- 
randum est, ut eis debita dimitta- 
mus, sed timendum potius, ne red- 
damus. Quoniam si nos merito no- 
stre iniquitatis oderunt, nos eorum, 
non ipsi nostri sunt debitores. 2. 
Die ergo isto solemni episcopatus 
mei, prius paucis alloquar debitores 
meos, qui mihi nescientes apud 
Deum suffragantur, duin faciunt de- 
bita, quze dimittam, ut et mea mihi 
debita dimitti promerear. Vobis ita- 
que dico sive presentibus, sive ab- 
sentibus, quibus inimicus efficior 
verum przecicans, quibus consulendo 
videor onerosus, quorum requirens 
utilitatem cogor offendere volunta- 
tem, Nolite esse sicut equus et mulus, 
non habentes intellectum. Nam et 
hec jumenta eos calce morsuque ap- 
petunt, a quibus curantur: ut curen- 
tur eorum vulnera, contrectantur. 
Non parcis, non parco: adversaris, 
adversor: resistis, resisto. Lucta 
nos comparat, sed causa separat. 
Tu inimicus es medico, ego morbo: 


tu diligentie mex, ego pestilentiz 
tue. Retrijuerant, inquit, mthi mala 
pro bonis: ego autem orabam. Quid 
orabat nisi, Pater, ignosce tllis: quia 
nesciunt quid faciunt ? Cum cobis, 
inquit, detraxerint, et dixerint omne 
malum adversum vos propter justi- 
tram, gaudete et ersultate, quia merces 
vestra multa est in celis. Vos tamen 
corrigite perversitatem vestram, ag- 
noscite caritatem nostram; reddite 
dilectionem dilectioni: nolumus ma- 
jorem cum vestra perditione merce- 
dem. Hec debitoribus meis, qui- 
bus dimitto, ut dimittatur mihi, nunc 
pauca suffecerint. 3. Deinde allo- 
guendi sunt paullulum etiam illi, 

uibus debitor sum. Nam sicut ait 

postolus, Grecis et Barbaris, sa- 

tentibus et tnsipientibus, debitor sum. 

am talis debitor etiam ego pro 
mearum Virlum exiguitate dispensa- 
tionisque portiuncula, non quibus- 
dam, sed omnibus sum. Verum 
nunc de his debitis loquor, que mibi 
dimitti, non a me exigicupio. Neque 
enim sic tumore vane mentis extol- 
lor, ut audeam dicere, ex quo hujus: 


Bb 
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any man’s will, whilst I seek his profit;—to these I say, “ Be 
ye not like to horse and mule, which have no understanding.” 
For these creatures chiefly kick and bite those who take care 
of them and only touch them gently to cure their wounds. So 
you and I are at strife one with the other; but the cause 
makes a distinction. Thou art an enemy to thy physician, I 
only an enemy to thy disease: thou art an enemy to my dili- 
gence, I only to thy pestilential distemper. ‘‘ They rewarded 
me evil for good,” says he, [meaning Christ, as speaking in the 
Psalmist, ] ‘ but I give myself unto prayer.” What did he [Christ, 
speaking in his own words *°,] pray? ‘Father, forgive them, 
for they know not what they do.” “Rejoice and be exceeding 
glad,” says Christ, “‘ when men revile you, and say all manner 
of evil against you for righteousness’ sake: for great is your 
reward in heaven.” But we would have you correct your per- 
verseness, and acknowledge our charity, and render love for 
love: we would not have our reward augmented by your 
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destruction. 
debtor. 


Next I must speak to those to whom I am a 
For I am not so vain as to think that I have injured 


no man since I first took the burden of this office upon me. I 
know my infirmity, and pray to the Lord my God day and 


muneris sarcinam porto, nullum a 
me hominem perperam lesum. Hoc 
cuilibet homini tam multis et mo- 
lestis actibus occupato atque dis- 
tento, ne dicam impossibile, certe 
difficile est: quanto magis mihi, qui 
novi infirmitatem meam, quam cum 
meis et pro me vestris orationibus 
diebus ac noctibus offero sanandam 
Domino Deo meo. Diversarum ergo 
curarum estibus ac difficultatibus 
conturbatus, si quem forte non, ut 
poscebat, audivi, si quem tristius 
quam opus erat aspexi, si in quem 
verbum durius quain oportebat emi- 
si, si quem fore contribulatum et 
opis indigum responsione incongrua 
conturbavi, si quem pauperem mihi 
forte in aliud intento importunius 
instantem vel pretermisi, vel distuli, 
vel etiam nutu aspero contristavi ; 
si cui de me falsi aliquid tanquam 
homini de homine suspicanti, justo 
acerbius indignatus sum, si quis in 
sua conscientia non agnovit, quod 
de illo humanitus suspicatus sum ; 


vos, quibus pro his atque hujusmodi 
offensis esse me fateor debitorem, 
simul me vestrum credite dilectorem. 
Nam pullos, quos fovet, seepe in 
angustis, sed non toto pedis pondere 
calcat et mater, nec ideo desinit esse 
mater. Dimittite, ut dimittatur vo- 
bis. Dimittite amanti vos debita 
difficultatis, qui nec contra inimicos 
debita tenere debetis crudelitatis. 
Ad summam, omnes obsecro, com- 
mendate Domino curam pro vobis 
meam: hinc enim juste expeto pro 
me vestram, ut quicquid mearum est 
in preteritum offensionum, propi- 
tius ignoscat, non severus agnoscat. 
Quod mihi deinceps temporis sub 
hac sarcina erit, iter agentem regat, 
et suis oculis placentem vobisque 
utilem faciat; ut non horrorem et 
poenam meam, sed gaudium et coro- 
nam meam, vos ejus conspectus in- 
veniat. 
*” (Compare Ps. 1 

with Luke 23, 34. Ep. 


, 4 and 5, 
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night, and beg the assistance of your prayers for the cure of 
it. If then in the hurry and difficulty of various cares I have 
at any time been so distracted as not to hear the petition of 
him that made suit to me; if I have looked upon any with a 
sourer countenance than there was occasion for; if I have 
given any one sharper words than I ought to have done; if I 
have troubled any one that was in anguish of spirit, and needed 
my help, by an improper answer; if I have overlooked any 
poor man importuning me, when I was intent upon some other 
business, or put him off to another time, or grieved his soul by 
any sharp sign or intimation; if I have been above measure 
angry at any one for entertaining any false suspicion of me, as 
one man is apt to be jealous of another; or if I have humanly 
suspected any one as guilty of a crime, from which his own 
conscience could clear him ;—I beseech all you, to whom I 
confess myself a debtor for these and the like offences, to be- 
lieve me to be your debtor. For the tender mother, when she 
is in great straits, sometimes treads, though not with her whole 
weight, upon her young whom she cherishes, and yet ceases 
not to be a mother. Forgive me, that ye may be forgiven: 
and commend my care for you to the Lord, that he may mer- 
cifully pardon my past offences, and guide my way under this 
burden for the future, so as may be pleasing in his eyes, and 
profitable for you; that ye may be found my joy and crown, 
and not my confusion and punishment at his appearance.’ 

These are pious thoughts and excellent contemplations, 
flowing with expressions of great humility and charity; and 
they serve to show us, both what a deep sense the Ancients 
had of the weight and burden of the episcopal office, and also 
after what manner they entertained their auditories with use- 
ful discourses upon these anniversary festivals of their own or- 
dination. 

3. Another sort of festivals was observed as annual thanks- Of festivals 
givings to God for any great favours and blessings vouchsafed “°Pt 1 me 


mory of any 
by God to his Church. Thus Sozomen” says, the Church of great deli- 


6 L.6.c.2. (v.2. p. 221.7.) Apé= xaiovres, xal xapstotnpious Airds rep 
Aes Toe THY nuépay, ka fy rade ovv- Cem mpoodeporres, Aapmpas pdda 
€Bn, fy Tevéowa rov Seacpov mpoo- kai evrAaBas ravrny émreaocivow.— 
ayopevovory, eloért kal viv "AXefarm Ammian. Marcellin. 1.26. c.10. in fin. 
Speis ernoiay doprny dyovor Avxvouvs (p.472.) Hoc novatore adhuc super- 
té wXeicrovs avd macay thy wédw stite, cujus actus multiplices docui- 
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rerances or Alexandria kept an anniversary thanksgiving upon the twelfth 


rignal mer- 
vies vouch- 
iafed by 
od to his 
Church. 


of the Kalends of August, that is, the twenty-fifth of June, for 
their deliverance from a terrible earthquake and inundation of 
the sea, in the reign of Julian, which was so great, that boats 
were found upon the tops of houses. In memory of this they 
kept a festival, which they called Tevéowa rod Yeropod, the Me- 
morial of the Earthquake, which was observed in the time of 
Sozomen with great solemnity, the people offering eucharistical 
prayers to God, and setting up lights all over the city for Joy. 
The Constantinopolitans kept such another festival on the 
twenty-fourth of September, in memory of their deliverance 
from an earthquake, which is mentioned by Marcellinus 
Comes in his Chronicon>', as lasting with great violence for 
eleven days together. Among these, we may also reckon their 
thanksgiving after any signal victories; such as that of Con- 
stantine, over the tyrant Licinius, whereby the Christians were 
delivered from the oppression of all their persecutors, and 
gave God solemn thanks and praise both in city and country 
for the glorious success of Constantine’s arms, and their own 
deliverance by his victories, as Eusebius more than once? de- 
clares, in setting forth the great achievements of Constantine 
for the Christian Church. So he, that had ordered all possi- 
ble honour to be done to the martyrs>?, had himself a‘share in 
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mus et interitum, diem duodecimum 
Kal. Augustas, consule Valentiniano 
primum cum fratre, horrendi terro- 
res per omnem orbis ambitum gras- 
sati sunt subito, quales nec fabulz 
nec veridice nobis antiquitates ex- 
ponunt. Paullo enim post lucis ex- 
ortum, densitate previa fulgurum 
acrius vibratorum tremefacta concu- 
titur omnis terreni stabilitas ponde- 
ris, mareque dispulsum retro flucti- 
bus evolutis abscessit, ut, retecta vo- 
ragine profundorum, species natan- 
tiuin multiformes limo cernerentur 
herentes: valliumque vastitates et 
montium tunc, ut opinari dabatur, 
suspicerent radios solis, quos primi- 
genia rerum sub immensis gurgiti- 
bus amandavit. .. Ingentes alix na- 
ves, extrusz rabidis flatibus, culmi- 
nibus insedere tectorum, ut Alexan- 
driz contigit. 

*! Cos. Basilio. (ap. Galland. t.10. 
p-350b.) Urbs regia per quadraginta 


continuos dies assiduo terre motu 
quassata magnopere sese afflicta de- 
planxit. Ambe ‘Troadenses porticus 
corruerunt, aliquante ecclesiz vel 
scisse sunt, vel collapsw. Statua 
Theodosii Magni i in foro Tauri super 
cochlidem columnam posita corruit, 
duobus fornicibus ejusdem collap- 
sis. Hunc formidolosum diem By- 
zantii celebrant 8. Kalend. Octobns. 

52 Hist. Eccles. 1.10. e.g. (v.1. 
p- 493. 6.) "Agripnto your ef avépa- 
mov wav Sos, Tov mp avrovs le- 
(dvr Aapmpas | oH érehouy Kal Tuyn- 

upixas €opray nyepas, «x.r. 4.—De 

"it. Constant. 1. 2. c. 19. (ibid. p- 
545: 30.) Xopoi oF avrois Kai Upvor 
rov TapBactvea Gedy mpwriota may- 
tov, ovra 87 rovroy edidackoy. 

53 Vid. Euseb. de Vit. Constant. 
l. 4. €. 23. (Vv. I. p- 638. -) Te vev- 
pare Baciews Kat Haptupe@y Tyepas 
eripwv, kaipous & éopray éexxAnatas 


edc€afor. 
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the panegyrics that were made upon them, and next under God 
was celebrated as the great supporter of the Christian faith. 
But these seem not to have been festivals of long continuance, 
but to have ended their period with the life of the emperor, on 
whose account they were observed in the Church. 
4. But from this time festivals grew and multiplied in the Of the feast 
Church. Hospinian*‘ thinks the feast of the Annunciation was shinee 
as old as Athanasius, because there is mention made of it in a 


Sermon* that goes under his name. 


Others carry it higher 


to the time of Gregory Thaumaturgus, because there is a Ser- 


mon also attributed to him*® upon the same subject. 


But the 


best critics, Dr. Cave5’, Du Pin58, Hamon L’Estrange*’, and 
Rivet, reject both these as spurious writings: and even Bel- 


+4 De Fest. Christian. (p. 69. col. 
sinistr.) Festum hoc a Pontificiis 
celebratur hodie in solius B. Virginis 
Mariz honorem et memoriam ejus, 
quod conceptio Filii Dei juxta car- 
nem Mariz annuntiata ab Angelo 
Gabriele fuit. Athanasius, qui flo- 
ruit circa annos Domini 340. primus 
de festo hoc quedam retulit, in 
enarratione Evangelii de sancta Dei- 
para. Sed, ut ex illius verbis appa- 
ret, non tam in honorem Marnie, 
quam Christi Domini, celebratum o- 
lim fuit: immo hujus potius, quam 
illius festum fuit. Sic enim Athana- 
sius, Festum hoc, inquit, unum est ex 
Dominicis, atque adeo primarium et 
prorsus venerandum, utpote quod pro 
ordine et digestione rerum, que in 
Evangelio Christo predicantur, 
sacrosanctum habeatur, quippe in 
quod de Filii e calis descensu aga- 
tur. 

55 Serm. de S. Deipara. (t.2. p. 
334 b.)....Kal mpérepov émonpat- 
pouevos UmavautpynoKopev, Ort pla 
ray Aeororikay mpwtrn te Kai may- 
oemros €opti), kara THY TOY MpaypaTay 
rafiw xai ouvrakiv ray droxepevov 
€y ois xara Xpwordv xnpvypacw, 
tmapxovoa, tov Oeiov evayyedtopov 
KAnTy ayia nuepa, mepi ris €£ ovpavov 
xaraSdoews Tov Yiov rov Geov xara- 
oxevales rd Knpvypa. 

56 [In the Works of Gregory 
Thaumaturgus, Paris. 1622, there 
are three Sermons entitled In An- 


nuntiationem Sanctissime Dei Gene- 
tricis Virginis Maria. See at pp. 
9, I 5» 25, respectively. Ep.] 

57 Hist. Liter. (t. 1. p. 95, an 
Scripta ei [Gregorio Thaumaturgo 
supposita: .... In Annuntiationem 
S. Dei Genitricis Sermones 3: quo- 
rum tertius sub nomine Chrysostomi 
apud Lipomannum et Surium habe- 
tur.—Ibid. (p. 146.) Et Sermo in 
Annuntiationem Deipare. Stylus 
neutiquam est Athanasii: videtur 
post hzreseos Monotheletice exor- 
tum scriptus, &c. 

58 Biblioth. (t.1. p. 186.) Les trois 
Sermons de ]’Annunciation sont du 
stile de Procle de Constantinople, 
comme il a esté remarqué par celui 

ui a fait des Notes sur les Home- 
hes de cet auteur.—Ibid.(t.2. p. 41.) 
L’homelie de )’Annunciation ou de 
la Vierge, est aussi d’un auteur plus 
nouveau que Saint Athanase: parce 
qu’il s’attache a réfuter exprés ]’er- 
reur de Nestorius et celle des Mono- 
thelites. 

59 Alliance of Divine Offices, ch. 
5. p.148. (Reprint, p. 220.) There 
pass two homilies, &c. 

60 Critica Sacra, 1. 3. c. 5. (t. 2. p. 
1104. col. sinistr.) Homilia [ Athana- 
sii] de Annuntiatione, seu de Sanc- 
tissima Deipara Virgine, est suppo- 
sititia. Et tamen oblectant se ejus 
allegatione Jesuitz, quia Manz in- 
vocatio hic stabilitur, &c. 
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larmin and Labbe®! reckon them dubious. They were written 
by Maximus, or some other after the time that the Monothelite 
heresy appeared in; the world, which was in the seventh cen- 
tury. So the antiquity of this festival cannot be deduced from 
them. Neither could it be a festival in those times by the an- 
cient rules of the Church, which forbad the celebration of all 
festivals in Lent, except the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day, as 
appears from the Council of Laodicea®. But before the time 
of the Council of Trullo it was come into use. For that Coun- 
cil®, renewing the foresaid prohibition of Laodicea, makes a 
further exception in behalf of the Annunciation: forbidding all 
festivals to be kept in Lent, except the Sabbath and the 
Lord’s-day, and the holy Annunciation; which shows that by 
this time it was become a noted festival : and therefore we may 
date its original from the seventh century, when we find ser- 
mons began to be made upon it. 

5. Another festival of later date was that which is con- 
monly called the Purification of the Virgin Mary, or Candle- 
mas-day. This at first among the Greeks went by the name 
of Hypapante, “Yrazarri, which denotes the meeting of the 
Lord by Simeon in the temple, in commemoration of which 
occurrence it was first made a festival in the Church; some 
say in the time of Justin, the Emperor; others in the time of 
his successor Justinian, anno 542. There is indeed an Homily 
among St. Chrysostom’s works®, which, if it were genuine, 
would carry this feast an hundred years higher; for it is upon 
this festival under this very name of Hypapante. But all 
learned men are agreed that it is none of his. And particularly 
Leo Allatius cites a passage out of Georgius Hamartolus’s 


XX. vi 


61 (De Scriptor. Eccles. (t. 1. p. 
373-) Bellarminus nec probat, nec 
rejicit, &c.— Vid. Bellarmin. de 
Scriptor. Eccles. (p. 46.) De Sermo- 
nibus in Annuntiationem et Theo- 
phaniam Dominicam, ut etiam de 
Libello de Anima ad Satianum, nihil 
certi habeo, cum nec Veteres horum 
Operum miminerint, nec tamen con- 
Hee possit eos esse supposititios. 
‘D. 

62 C. 51. (t. 1. p.1505 b.) Ore ov 
dei €v Tecoapaxoory paprupwv yeved- 
Acoy emereAetv, GAAa T&v ayiwy pap- 


TUpwy pvelay moe €v Tols TaBBaros 
kai Kuptaxais. 

63 C. 3. (t. 6. p. 1166 e.) Ev rdoas 
THs ayias Teaoapaxoorns Tay mareav 
Nuépats, mapextos SaSBarov cai Kv- 
ptaxns, kai THs ayias Tov EvayyeXuo- 
pov nuépas, yweo8o 1 Trev spory- 
aopevwy iepa Aetroupyia. 

64 Juxt. Ed. Duczean. t. 6. Hom. 
22. de Occursu et Simeone. (Ed. 
Bened. t. 2. p. 812. inter Spuria.) 
Kis thy ‘Yramayrny tod Kupiou npay 
"Inoov Xptorov, kai eis ty Geordxor 
kai eis Tov Supewva Adyos. 


of later date, Sc. 877 


Chronicon ©, which shows that there was no such festival in 
Chrysostom’s time, but that it was first instituted in the reign 
of Justinian. ‘ At this time began the Hypapante to be cele- 
brated,’ says he, ‘ which before was not numbered among the 
festivals of our Lord. For Chrysostom says the festivals of 
Christ’s economy here upon earth were proportioned to the 
number of the days of the creation of the world. The first is 
his Nativity in the flesh ; the second, Epiphany; the third, the 
day of his Passion; the fourth, the day of his glorious Kesur- 
rection; the fifth, his Assumption into heaven; the sixth, the 
descent of the Holy Ghost; the seventh, the great day of the 
General Resurrection, which has no succession nor end. For 
that is an eternal festival, or perpetual Sabbath and rest for 
the people of God, to be celebrated with much joy and glad- 
ness by those that shall be heirs of such things as “ eye hath 
not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of 
man to conceive, the things that God hath prepared for them 
that love him.”’ Thus far Georgius Hamartolus out of Chry- 
sostom. And all the historians that come after him agree in 
the same thing, that this was no festival in the Church till the 
time of Justin, or Justinian. Cedrenus © fixes its original to 
the last year of Justin. But Landulphus Sagax®, Siffridus 


6 In Vit. Justin. ap. Allat. de 
Dominic. Hebdomad. Grecor. n. 2. 
(ad calc. Allatii de Consensione, &c. 
PP- 1403. 4.) Kat 9 Ymanayri) éXa- 
Bey apxny éopraferOau, 7j WTts ouK eon 
évapiOjscos rais Aeorrorixais €oprais* 6 
yap ros Oeios Xpvadoropos ovrws Ne- 
yer" “Ey ef nue pass erroinaey é Oeds 
Ta Epya avrov mayra, xabws yéypar- 
rat, TH b¢ €B8dun Karérravge. Ard ral 
er éoxaroy Toy Hue pay 6 tov Geov 
Adyos, {yrngas Kal cdoa rd drohw- 
Nos, evdoxnoas Kat évavOpwirncas, Tov 
auroy tpémov Kara Top dpOpov, Toy 
pe pay ms Kooporotias ras éopras 
mapédwoxey | nyiy THs avrou oixovopias. 
Tipery pev éort cal pita Toy éopréy 
tov Xpicrov  xatd odpxa ex Ts 
ayias mapGevou Mapias pera THY oVA- 
r Téveons® Seurépa Fj " "Emodveta’ 
TpiTn 7 rou Zeornpiov Iid@ous npépa’ 
rerdpry i Urepevdolos Avdcracis,xal 
hy xai éy rois xaray ovis ytvdpevos 
é Avrporns guvayerrnce TOUS aye 
cai ToUs mtoTevoavras’ méunrn Be 


mpos ovpavous aurov "AvdAnyis, os 
Kat év wépnT] Gempdx6n THs éB8opud- 
Bos 1 nuepg’ éxTy 8¢ 1 THs eripowrnoews 
nye pa tov ‘Ayiov Ivevparos’ éB8dun 
1 mpooBoxwmpern THs rabodixijs ava- 
ordgews Tey vexpay peyady kal adia- 
doxos MeEpa tore yap éoprdgovoww 
dvrws peta moAANs xapas Kai eixppo- 
ourns of péddovres KAnpovopeiy, a 
dpOadpds ov« eide, kai ots ouK fxovce, 
xa ent xapoiav avOpatrou ouK aveBn, 
& yroipacey 5 Oeds trois ayaTaow 
aurdév. 
66 Compend. p. goo. (Hist. s. An- 
. ap. Byzant. Hist. Scriptor. t. 8. 
p- 289. b. 9.) "Ent abou be érv- 
moOn _fopragerw npas Kat TH €éop- 
THs ™Ss ete TS péxpt Tore 
BY fopratopern 
67 Vit. Justin. (ap. Paul. Diacon. 
Hist. Miscel. p. 481. ap. Murator. 
t. 1. p. 108 e.) Anno decimo quinto 
Justiniani imperil, mense Octobri, 
facta est mortalitas Byzanti. Et 
eodem anno Hypapante Domini 
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Presbyter , Martin Polonus®, Nicephorus?°, Sigebert7', and 
Paulus Diaconus72, cited by Xylander7%, and Suicerus7‘, de- 
duce it only from the reign of Justinian. And Baronius him- 
self 75 does not deny it, only he would have it first instituted in 
honour of the Virgin Mary, which the very name of Hypa- 
pante confutes, whtich signifies the coming of Simeon to meet 
the Lord in his temple, according to the revelation made to 
him, “ that he should not see death, till he had seen the Lord’s 
Christ :” and the Greeks always reckoned it among those 
festivals which they called Festa Dominica, Festivals ap- 
pointed in honour of our Lord, as Leo Allatius himself? 


informs us. 


sumpsit initium, ut celebraretur a- 
pud Byzantium secunda die Febru- 
aril mensis. 

68 Epitom. Hist. 1. 1. (ap. Rer. 
German. Scriptor. t. 1. p. 1024.) 
De festo ‘Yravrn. 

69 Chronic. Colon. Agripp. 1616. 
See n. 73, following. 

70 L. 17. c. 28. (t. 2. p. 779 d. 2.) 
Tarres 8€ nai ryv rov Swrnpos ‘Yra- 
wavrny aptt mparos amaytaxov 17s 
yns €oprater Oat. 

71 An. 542. (ap. Rer. German. 
Scriptor. t. 1. p. 735.) Constantino- 
poli mortalitate magna insurgente, 
statuta est solemnitas Purificationis 
beatz Marie, que Crece ‘Yzavri 
(al. ‘Yrazmavrn, | id est, obriatio, dici- 
tur, eo quod die illo Symeon obvia- 
verit oblato in templum Domino; et 
ita inortalitas illa cessavit. 

72 L. 16. See the next note. 

73 Not. in Cedren. p. 688. (ap. 
Byzant. Hist. Scriptor. t. 9. p. 14. 
n. 147.) Hypapante. Quod nimirum 
quasi in occursum prodiretur Christo 
in templo dedicando. Est enim so- 
lemnitas, quam usitate Purificationis 
dicimus, quod primum ex Martini 
Poloni Chronicis didici, qui tamen 
pestis causa institutam dicit sub 
Justiniano Magno: quod idem est 
apud Nicephorum 17, 18, et con- 
sentit, quod Sigebertus perhibuit, id 
fuisse anno a Christo natalibus 542, 
quo sane tempore Justinus decesse- 
rat, vel ipso Cedreno teste. Memimit 
Paulus Diaconus, |. 16. Rer. Rom. 

“4 Thes. Eccles, (t. 2. p. 1374.) 


Institutum vero hoc festum, &c. 

75 An. 544. (t. 7. p. 350 b.) Quod 
vero non amplius quam tribus men- 
sibus civitatem Constantinopolita- 
nam occuparit [ pestis], miraculo tr- 
buitur; quod, licet neque a 
vel Evagrio recenseatur, haud ta- 
men oblivione sepultum penitus re- 
lictum est. Nam tantum beneficium 
solemni die festo in honorem Dei 
genitricis Marie instituto, anniver- 
sariaque die in ecclesia repetendo, 
remansit posteris perpetua memoria 
consignatum; cum videlicet idem 
Hypapante est nominatum, nempe 
humilis occursus Symeonis, cum 
Deipara suum Filium, Dominum 
nostrum Jesum Christum, in tem- 
plum intulit; cujus festi diei in oc- 
cidente Gelasium Papam fundamenta 
jecisse, cum Lupercalia penitus ab- 
stulit, in notis ad Romanum Mar- 
tyrologium diximus. 

76 [Ubi supr. ad calc. de Consen- 
sione. (pp. 1403, 1404.) Illud ante 
Omnia animadvertendum est, dies 
Dominicas, que Grecis Kupraxai 
sunt, multum diversas esse a diebus 
festis Dominicis, sive magis Herili- 
bus, quas Greeci Aeoworixas é€opras 
vocant, seu Kupsacas. Cum enim 
illi dies festas Domini ac Deipare, 
quibus nil magis in solemnitatibus 
ecclesiasticis est, complectuntur ; 
hinc Dominice, sive Heriles, et a 
Christo, qui Kupios est et Aeowedrys, 
et Deipara Aéovrowa, Dominus et 
Herus et Dominica [? leg. Domina], 
nomen sibi vindicant. Et primum 
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6. He that would see more of the increase and progress of The ori- 
festivals, may consult Hospinian?’, who has noted the original errr in 
of every distinct festival successively as they were instituted in pedir endti of 
the following ages of the Church. I only note that he allows or ae poets 
confessors and other holy men to have had their memorials boly men. 
something earlier than Cardinal Bona Limself will allow. For 
Bona?® thinks this honour was only paid to martyrs properly 
so called, and not to confessors, or any other saints for the 
four first ages: and he says, ‘that in Fronto’s Kalendar, 
written about nine hundred years ago, there are not above 
four saints that were not martyrs, named throughout the whole 
year, viz. Pope Sylvester, Pope Leo, Martin of Tours, and 
Gregory the Great.’ But Hospinian’s observation is more 
exact: for Sozomen79 says expressly, that it was customary in 
Palestine long before to celebrate the anniversary days of such 
men as had been eminent among them for piety and virtue, 
such as Ililarion of Gaza, Aurelius of Anthedon, Alexion of 
Berthagathon, and Alaphion of Asalea; who were no martyrs, 
but only men of renown for their piety, by whose virtues the 
Christian religion had made a considerable progress in many 
Heathen cities in the reign of Constantius; for which reason 


quidem non omnes Virginis solem- 

Nitates in horum numero colloca- 

bantur, sed ez solummodo, quee 

Virginem ipsam et Christum respi- 

cerent, ut est Purificatio vel Hypa- 
te: &c. Ep. 

77 De Festis Christian, c. 4. (pp. 
22, seqq.) Historia primitive et re- 
centioris Ecclesiz de Festis, &c. 

78 Rer. Liturg. 1. 1. c. 15. p. 2. 
(- 208.) Citati patres [Tertullianus, 

yprianus, Augustinus] de solis 
martyribus loquuntur, quia confes- 
sorum festivitates serius in ecclesia 
receptz sunt; et in Frontonis Ca- 
lendario, ante nonagentos annos 
scripto, non nisi quatuor ascripti 
sunt, Martinus scilicet Turonensis, 
Gregorius Magnus Leo Papa, et 
Sylvester. 

79 L. 3. c. 14. (v. 2. Pp. 114. 
2. et ibid. 31.) Acempere Se rote 
évOade ‘TAapioy 6 Geoméatos. . . Ent 
TowouToy be Geoudys €éyévero, ‘bs ert 
rai yuy eri T@ avrov trap odAovs 

iaoOat xdpyovras cal Satpovavras’ xal 


Toye 7a adoférarov, mapa re Ku- 
mpiots, ov mporepov fragn, Kai mapa 
Tahatorivois, map’ ots €ort pov. Sup- 
Bav yap avrdv ev Kunpo d:ar (Bovra 
reAeuTyoat, Mpos Tav em opiov €xn- 
devOn, Kai ev mohAy Thy Kal Oepaneig 
map avtois hy’ peta de ravTa ‘Hov- 
Xas, 8s ev8oxtpdraros éyévero TOY 
aurov pabnrav, khewas Td Aetfravoy, 
Srexdpucer eis Hakacrivqy, rat ev Tr 
ip povacrnpi@ eOaype’ kai To eg 
éxeivou, Snporedy rai pada Aapmpay 
evade € érnatov €optny ayovow of ém- 
xepror’ bbe yap Tadacorivois éflos ye- 
paipew TOUS map utrois dydpas aya- 
Bovis yevopevous® domwep dyedet cat 
Avpn\toy rov ’AvOndonoy, Kai ” AXe- 
Eiwva rov ard BnGaydbwvos, nat “Ada- 
piwva tov amo 'AcaXeas’ ot kara Top 
aurov yevduevor xpdvoy, emt THs ™a- 
povons Bactreias evoeBas kat av- 
Opeiws ev pirovodia éro\trevoayTo, 
kai Tais oixeiass Gperais, ev ‘EAAQu~ 
{oveas éyav tais nde Trodeot Kat 


Kapats, els eri8oow ifyayov THY Opn- 
oxeiay. 


380 


Some other festivals of later date, §c. 


their memory was celebrated in those places with the anni- 
versary festivals. And so Baronius® observes out of St. 
Jerom &!, ‘that Hilarion himself kept a vigil preceding the day 
of Antonius’s death in commemoration of him.’ Therefore 
whatever might be the custom of the Western Church, it is 
plain in the Eastern parts the anniversary commemoration 
of confessors and other eminent saints was introduced a litle 


sooner. 


8 An. 358. n. 23. (t. 3. p. 781 e.) 
De sancto Hilarione scribit Hiero- 
nymus, quod cognito, licet longe 
absens, Antonii obitu, illuc magno 
labore se contulit, ea nimirum ex 
causa, ut anniversarium illius dor- 
mitionis diem eodem, in quo de- 
functus erat loco, preeviis nocturnis 


vigiliis celebraret. 

81 Vit. Hilarion. c. 26. [al. 31.] 
(t. 2. p. 30 c.) Confessus est fratn- 
bus instare diem dormitionis beati 
Antonii; et pervigilem noctem m 
ipso, quo defunctus fuerat loco, a 
se [ei] debere celebrari. 
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BOOK XXI. 


OF THE FASTS IN USE IN THE ANCIENT CHURCH. 


CHAP. I. 


Of the Quadragesimal or Lent Fast. 
1. Next to the festivals observed in the Ancient Church, we What this 


are to take a view of their solemn and stated times of fasting. caetoaliy: 
These, like the festivals, were some of them weekly, and some forty days 

annual, that is, such as returned at a certain season only once ctl 

a year. Among those that came only once a year, the Quad- 

ragesimal or Lent fast, was the most famous. The Greeks 

called it Teooapaxoory, and the Latins Quadragesima, both 

which words denote the number forty, whence this fast for 

some reason was called Quadragesimal ; but whether for its 

being a fast of forty days, or only forty hours, is variously 

disputed among learned men. They of the Romish Church 

generally maintain that it was always a fast of forty days, and 

that as such it was of apostolical institution. And there are 

some of the Protestant communion who are of the same 

opinion. Others think it was only of ecclesiastical institution, 

and therefore as it was variable and alterable by the Church’s 

power, so it was variously observed in different Churches, and 

grew by degrees from a fast of forty hours to a fast of forty 

days, still retaining the name of the Quadragesimal fast under 

all its variations. This is what Bishop Morton!, and Bishop 


| Catholic Appeal, b. 2. ch. 26. Lent fast, used anciently, was varia- 
6. 2. (p. 304.) That the manner of the ble, &c. 


384 The Quadragesimal XX] 


only about the time of Easter, but about the manner of fasting. 
For some thought they ought to fast one day, others two, 
others more; and others measured their day (or their fast, as 
Valesius?! observes it ought to be read) by the computation of 
forty hours, joining day and night together. And this variety 
among those that observe the fast did not begin in our age, 
but long before us among our ancestors, many of whom pro- 
bably not being very curious and exact in their observation, 
they handed down to posterity the custom as it had been in- 
troduced among them through simplicity or private fancy. And 
yet, nevertheless, all these lived peaceably one with another, and 
we also keep peace together. For the difference in observing 
the fast does only so much the more commend the common 
unity of faith in which all are agrecd.’ 

I must not here conceal from the reader, that there are se- 
veral learned men who think one clause in this passage ought 
to be read a little otherwise. They say, Ruffin’s old transla- 
tion? and Sir H. Savil’s copy}? read it thus: ‘Some fast one 
day, some two, some more, some forty days.’ Hence they also 
argue, that a Lent of forty days was observed in the time of 
Ireneus. So Bishop Beveridge", Bishop Patrick 15, Bishop 


MWOAV TpOTEpoy el TAY Tpo nua’ TOV 
Tapa TO axptBes, ws etkds, KparauvT@Y 
-tnv Ka@ amdcrnra kai tdtwriopdv 
ouvnOevay eis Td peréretta TeTroinKd- 
Twv Kat ovdey €Xatrov mavrTes ovTOL 
eipnvevody Te, Kai eipnvevopev mpds 
aGdAndrous’ cai n Siadhwvia ris vno- 
Teas THY Gudvotay THs MioTEews TUY- 
loTnot. 

1! [In loc. (p. 247. n. 1.) Miror 
tot homines eruditos, qui hunc Ire- 
nzi locum in suis libris exposue- 
runt, ejus vitium non animadver- 
tisse. Quis enim ess sensus horum 
verborum ? aut quis unquam credat 
fuisse homines, qui quiere ho- 
rarum ote diem metirentur. At- 
qui quadraginta hore biduum jeju- 
nantibus efficiunt. Equidem non 
dubito, quin Irenxus ita scripserit, 
Oi b€ recoapaxovra Spas, nyepivas re 
Kal vUKTepivas, TUppETpOvtaL THY yNC- 
reiav, qua scriptura nihil planius 
esse potest. Quare aut Irenzus 
omnino ita scripsit, aut certe ita 
scribere debuit. Sed antiquarii, vo- 
cabulo ex superiore linea huc trans- 


lato, locum corruperunt. Grischor.| 

12 (Vid. Ed. Froben. Basil. 1539. 
(p. 123. ult. lin.) Quidam enim pu- 
tant uno tantum die olpservari de- 
bere jejunium, alii duobus, alii vero 
pluribus, nonnulli etiam quadragin- 
ta, ita ut horas diurnas nocturnas- 
ane computantes diem _ statuunt. 
“D 


3 (His own private copy of Eu- 
sebius’s Ecclesiastical History, on 
the margin of which he had written 
various notes, which were afterwards 
used and thankfully acknowledged 
by Valesius (v. 1. p. 247. n. 1. Ed. 
Cantabr.) in his edition of 1659. 
See Chalmers’ Biographical Dic- 
tionary, London, 1816, v. 27. pp. 
204, 205. See also the Biographie 
Universelle, Paris, 1825. v. 40. p. 
518. Ep. 

14 Cod. Canon. Vindic. 1. 3. ¢. 7. 
(Cotel. v. 2. pp. 159, seqq.) 

15 Of Fasting a Dent. ch. 16. 
p. 143. (Oxford, 1840. p. 143.) For 


reneug, &c. 
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Hooper, and others, who have written peculiar Dissertations 
on this subject. On the other hand, all the manuscripts used 
by Stephens’? and Valesius'® in their accurate editions are so 
pointed as to make the word forty refer, not to days, but 
hours only. It is no easy matter to determine a point of such 
® critical nature between so many learned men; but, if I may 
be allowed to conjecture in so obscure a case, I should incline 
to compromise the dispute, and, as it were, divide the matter 
‘between them, by saying, first, that in the time of Irensus 
and Tertullian, the Catholics allowed the fast of forty hours 
between our Saviour’s death and resurrection, call it a fast of 
one or two days, as we please, to have the nature of an evan- 
gelical command, partly from the example and practice of the 
Apostles, and partly from those words of our Saviour, “ The 
days will come that the bridegroom shall be taken from them, 
and then shall they fast:” which, as we have seen, they under- 
stood of the time of about forty hours that our Saviour lay in 
the grave; from whence it is not improbable that the first no- 
tion and name of the most strict Quadragesimal fast might 
take its original. Which is enough to prove the perpetuity of 
‘a Quadragesimal fast before Easter as of constant use in the 
Church. 

2. Because at the same time that Ireneus and Tertullian 
wrote, there were other additional days of fasting superadded 
‘to these by several Churches, but with a great deal of variety 
in their number and observation, being at every Church’s li- 
berty to appoint what number of these additional days she 
thought fit, which, though they were in some Churches more, 
and in some fewer, and none of them full forty days, till after 
the time of Gregory the Great, yet they all went by the name 
of the Quadragesimal fast, either because they came near the 
number of forty days, or because they were an appendix to 
the Paschal fast, which was most ancient, and originally called 
Quadragesimal. 


16 Discourse of Lent, pt.1. ch.3. ...O! be, Teogapdxovra épas HME pt- 
31, ced) Concerning the Fast pas Kal vURTEpLPas, cupperpovot Thy 
ber estival of the Resurrec- jyépay avrav.—See also n. II, pre- 
n. ceding. Ep. ] 
Ooty (Juxt. Fd. Stephan. Lutet. 8 See n. 12, on the preceding 


Paris. 1544. (fol. 55 verso, cap. 26.) page. 
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weeks, as the Constantinopolitans and neighbouring nations a 
far as Phoenicia; others fast three only of those six or seven 
weeks by intervals; others the three weeks next immediately 
before Easter, and others fast only two weeks, as the Mon- 
tanists.’ z 


Lent con- 4, Cassian 2! has something of the same observation : for he 
arpa says, ‘some Churches kept their Lent six weeks, and som 


raring seven; and yet none of them made their fast above thirty-x 
days a any days in the whole. For though six weeks be forty-two days, 
Church till yet all Sundays were excepted out of the fast; and then 4 
rales days being subducted, there remained but thirty-six days of 
al fasting. In like manner those Churches which kept seven 
Sundays weeks, that is, forty-nine days to their Lent, excepted 
vorsally ex. only the Lord’s-day, but all Saturdays save one, out of 
or eats number of fasting-days: and therefore thirteen days upon 
andall | account being subducted, the remainder was still but thi 
Satardays six.’ And this was the whole of Lent till the time of G 
except one . 
inthe the Great, who speaks of forty-two days ** as the appointm 
Restem of Lent, but taking away the Sundays the remainder is 
thirty-six. Now that this was so is evident from what 
been discoursed before 23 of the Lord’s-day and the Sabbath, 
where I have fully shown that the Lord’s-day was never al- 
lowed to be kept a fast, but always observed as a festival, even 
in Lent, in all Churches of the world; and in the Oriental ; 
Churches the Saturday or Sabbath was excepted out of the 
number of fast-days also. To what I have said before I shall 
only add here one passage of Chrysostom 2‘, where he gives 


See 


21 Collat. 21. cc. 24, 25, &c. 
afterwards, 8.6. n. 27, following.— 
Conf. Basil. Hom. 2. de Jejun. t. 1. 
p. 228. (t. 2. part. 1. p. 14.) Hevre 
nuep@v Nnoreta.— Hom. 14. cont. 
Ebrietat. p. 410. [al. In Ebriosos. } 
(ibid. p. 171.) 

22 Hom. 16. in Evang. t. 3. p. 4 
[ Ed. ci l,1. in Evang. Hom. 
16. n. 5.] (t. 1. 4¢e. 1.) Sex 
dies Derhintet aubuebaaiae non 
plus in abstinentia quam triginta et 
sex dies remanent. 

23 B. 20. ch. 2. 8. 5 
and ch. 3. 8. 
lume. 

24 Hom. rr. in Gen. t. 2. p. 106. 


P- 254» 
5. Pp. 272, of this vo- 


(t. 4. p. 84 a.) Kadawep év rais hew- 
pdpos coi oradpoi Kai Karayeyes, 
Sore rovs édiras rexundras: Ceara | 
maverOat, Kat tov wdévey An 

ovre mad arrerOat THs ddorwoptas* 
kal év TH) Gadacon be axrai «al al- 
yrahoi Kat Aipeves cioiv, Sore canes 
Tous paurtA\opévous pera ta woAha 
Kupara Brabpapeiv, cai mpos rds Tae 
dvénwy é¢uBodas ayriotiva, ptcple 
aveOévras, ovrw mad THs 

drrec Oat. Tay airov 87 rpdwoy maki 
viv eri tis dylas Teooapaxootis, | 
rois roy Spdpov rns wmoreias Kare: 
deLapevors, radarrep arabpovs, kai wae | 
Tayoyia, Kai axras, Kak alyahovs, 
kai Armevas, ras dv0 rabras fpipes 


ev 
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the reason why this exception of these two days was made in 
the Lent fast. ‘As there are stations,’ says he, ‘and inns in 
the public roads fur weary travellers to refresh themselves 
and rest from their labours, that they may more cheerfully go 
on again in their journey: and as in the sea there are shores 
and havens for seamen to betake themselves to, when they are 
in a storm, and refresh themselves from the violence of the 
winds, and then begin sailing again; so the Lord hath ap- 
pointed these two days in the week as stations, and inns, and 
shores, and havens, for those to rest in who have taken upon 
them the course of fasting in this holy time of Lent, that they 
may refresh their bodies a little from the labour of fasting, 
and recreate their minds, and, after these two days are past, 
go on again with cheerfulness in the journey which they 
shave begun.’ From hence it is apparent, that in some of the 
Eastern Churches, where the whole time of Lent was but six 
weeks or forty-two days, when the Saturdays and Sundays were 
deducted, the remainder of fasting-days were not above one-and- 
thirty ; and where they were most, not above thirty-six 24. 

5. Who first added Ash-Wednesday and the other three 


days to the beginning of Lent in the Roman Church, to make a 


them completely forty, is not agreed among their own writers. 
Some say it was the work of Gregory the Great, but others 


Who first 
Ash- 
Wednesday 
and the 
other three 
days in the 


ascribe it to Gregory the Second, who lived above an hundred Roman 


years after, in the beginning of the eighth century. But, as 
Azorius®> says, ‘ it is not very material whether of the two 





THs rina Bpaxu re Savarraver Gas 
asxdpora db Aeondrys, twa «ai rd 
Tepe pixpov dyevres ard Tay xdvoy 
at wmoteias, xal ray Yuxiy Tapa- 
pvdnodperor, ' wadsy, raped Bovey Tov 
Mo rovrey ipepav, THs airns ddd 
mera mpoOupias Gnxrovra oi Thy Kady 
ae kat emacedy ddowrropiay sot- 


ir ishop Gunning, Discourse 
See Bishop G Di 
of Lent, p. 156. (Oxford, 1845. p- 
117.) Hence it is from the Church’s 
tenderness and condescension, &c. 
25 Institut. Moral. part. 1. L 7. 
S. 12. = 12. (p 657 d. 8.) [Secundo que- 
nde inchoetur jejunium Qua- 







drageaariun Respondeo, Convenire 
omnes inde Quadragesimam 


inchoari a feria quarta cinerum, quée 
vulgo appellatur Quarta feria tn ca- 
pite jeyunit. Sic auctor Microlog. 
c. 49. Sed questionis est dubie an 
inceperit olim ante Gregorium Mag- 
num in eadem feria quarta. Dus 
sententize sunt, &c.— Conf. ibid. 
(p. 658 c.) Verisimile quidam exiati- 
mant quatuor illos dies esse additos 
a Gregorio II., nam uterque [Greg. 
I. et Greg. iI) ecclesiastica officia 
ad certam rationem et methodum 
dicitur revocasse: sed parum refert, 
an Gregorius I. an potius II. eos 

sr dies adjecerit.—See also 

e whole of the intermediate con- 
test Ep. 


Church to 
the begin- 
ning of 
Lent. 
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was the author of the addition, since it is confessed to be an 
addition to Lent, after it had continued six hundred yeats 
without it.’ And this is a plain demonstration that Lent, in 
this notion at least, as taken for the precise number of a forty 
days’ fast, could not be of apostolical institution, whatever it 
might be in any other form or duration. 


hbarecey 6. But many of the Ancients do not allow it in any form to 
ee. be an apostolical institution, but only an useful order and 
puted Lent annointment of the Church. So Cassian 6 says expressly, 
to be an : o “ese 

apostolical ‘ that as long as the perfection of the primitive Church 
institution. 


remained inviolable, there was no observation of Lent: but 
when men began to decline from the apostolical fervour of 
devotion, and give themselves overmuch to worldly affairs, 
then the priests in general agreed to recall them from secular 
cares by a canonical induction of fasting, and setting aside 
a tenth of their time for God.’ For so he reckons 2’, ‘ that 
the thirty-six days, which was then the fixed term of Lent, 
were by computation the tenth of the whole year.’ Cassian 
was a disciple of St. Chrysostom, and he seems to have had 


‘ mansit, penitus non fuisse. 


26 Collat. 21. c. 30. (p.573.) Scien- 
dum sane hanc observantiam Qua- 
dragesime, quamdiu ecclesiz illius 
primitivee perfectio inviolata per- 
Non 
enim precepti hujus necessitate, 
nec quasi legali sanctione con- 
stricti, arctissimis jejuniorum ter- 
minis claudebantur, qui totum anni 
spatium equali jejunio conclude- 
bant. Verum cum ab illa aposto- 
lica devotione desxcendens quotidie 
credentium multitudo suis opibus 
incubaret, nec eas usul cunctorum 

fideium] secundum Apostolorum 
instituta divideret, sed privatim im- 
pendiis suis consulens, non servare 
tantum, sed etiam augere contende- 
ret, ....id tune universis sacerdo- 
tibus placuit, ut homines curis se- 
cularibus illigatos et pene continen- 
tiz vel compunctionis ignaros, ad 
Opus sanctum canonica Jejuniorum 
indictione revocarent, et velut lega- 
lium decimarum necessitate com- 
pellerent. 

27 C. 25. (p. 569.) Lege Mosaica 
universo populo generalis est pro- 


mulgata preceptio, Decimas tuas et 

imitias offeres Domino Deo tuo. 
taque qui substantiarum nostra- 
rum omniumque fructuum decimas 
offerre preecipimur, multo magis ne- 
cesse est, ut ipsius quoque con- 
versationis nostra, et human usus 
operumque nostrorum decimas of- 
feramus, que profecto in supputa- 
tione Quadragesime evidenter im- 
plentur. Omnium enim dierum nu- 
merus, quibus revolutus in orbem 
annus includitur, triginta sex semis 
dierum numero decimatur. In sep- 
tem vero hebdomadibus, si dies 
Dominici et Sabbata subtrahantur, 
quinque et triginta supersunt dies 
jejunis deputati; sed adjecta illa 
vigiliarum die, qua usque in gal- 
lorum cantum, illucescente Domi- 
nica, jejunium Sabbati protelatur, 
non solum sex et triginta dierum 
numerus adimpletur, verum etiam 
pro decimis quinque dierum qui 
residui videbantur, si illud, quod 
superest, adjectum noctis spatium 
computetur, plenitudini tutius sum- 


" me omnino nihil deerit. 
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his notion and sentiments about the original of Lent from 
him: for Chrysostom 28 gives much the same account of it: 
‘Why do we fast these forty days? Many heretofore were 
used to come to the communion indevoutly and inconsiderately, 
especially at this time, when Christ first gave it to his disci- 
ples: therefore our forefathers considering the mischief arising 
from such careless approaches, meeting together, appointed 
forty days for fasting and prayer, and hearing of sermons, and 
holy assemblies, that all men in these days being carefully 
purified by prayer, and almsdeeds, and fasting, and watching, 
and tears, and confession of sins, and other the like exercises, 
might come according to their capacity with a pure conscience 
to the holy table.’ 

St. Austin sometimes delivers himself after the same manner, 
though at other times he seems to derive the original of Lent 
from the authority of the Gospel. In one place 29 he says, 
‘Though fasting in general be prescribed in the New Testa- 
ment, yet what days men ought to fast or what not, he finds 
not defined by any precept of Christ or his Apostles.’ In 
another place ®°, specifying more particularly the several so- 
lemnities observed by Christians, he says, ‘There was some 
foundation and authority for them in Scripture: for we know 
out of the Gospel what day our Lord suffered and was buried, 


28 Hom. 52. In eos, qui primo 
Pascha jejunant. t.5. p.709. [Bened. 
Hom. cont. Judzos, a (t.1. p. 611 


c. 11, p. 147. (t. 2. p. 78b.) Ego 
in evangelicis et apostolicis literis 
totoque instrumento, quod appel- 


C.) Tivos obv évexey vnrrevopey, pret, 
rds Tegoapdxovra ravras npepas ; 
TloAdXoi rd madatdy rois pvotnpios 
wpocyjecay andes xal ws éruye, xal 
padsora xara roy xaipdy rovroy, Kal? 
8» 6 Xptords avra mapédaxe. Suvet- 
Odres ody of warépes tH BAaBny rh 

pirny ex THs NueAnyems mpood- 

, ouvedOdvres erumwoay nyépas 
Teooapaxovra vnoreias, evyav, axpo- 
doews, cuvdder, ty dy rais nyépas 
ravrais xabapGévres per axpiBeias 
dsravres cat &¢ evydyv, xai 8 éAen- 
pootrns, xat did ynoreias, xal dd 
sravvuxidey, xal da Saxptoy, nal 3¢ 
é£opodoynoews, wal Sia rev dAdwy 
Gndyreyv, ovre xara Suvayy Thy npe- 
Tépay pera kabapov cvvedéros mpoo- 


per. 
2 Ep. 86. [al. 36.] ad Casulan. 


latur Testamentum Novum, animo 
id revolvens, video preeceptum esse 
jejunium. Quibus autem diebus 
non oporteat jejunare, et quibus 
oporteat, preecepto Domini vel Apo- 
stolorum non invenio definitum. 

30 Ep. 11g. [al. 55.] ad Januar. 
c. 15. (t. 2. p. 139 a.).... Ex Evan- 
gelio tamen quia [jam] manifestum 
est quo etiam die Dominus cruci- 
fixus sit, et in sepultura fuerit, et 
resurrexerit, adjuncta est etiam ip- 
sorum dierum observatio per patrum 
concilia, et orbi universo Christiano. 

uasum est eo modo Pascha cele- 

rari oportere. Quad ima sane 

jejuniorum habet auctoritatem et in 

veteribus libris ex jejunio Moysi et 

Eliz, et ex E io, quia totidem 
diebus Dominus Jjejunavit. 
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and rose again from the dead, and therefore the observation of 
these days was added by the councils of the Fathers, and the 
whole world was persuaded to celebrate the Pasch after that 
manner. The forty days’ fast has authority both in the Old 
Testament from the fast of Moses and Elias, and also from the 
Gospel, because our Lord fasted so many days.’ He adds a 
little after 3), « that the supputation of Easter and fifty days of 
Pentecost are firmly collected out of Scripture. For as the 
custom of the Church has confirmed the observation of those 
forty days before Easter, so has it also confirmed the dis- 
tinction that is made between the eight days of neophytes 
(or the time of the newly baptized wearing their white gar- 
ments) from the rest, that the eighth day might accord with 
the first.’ Here are two things very observable in St. Austin’s 
words. First, that the authority and foundation, which the 
Lent fast has out of the Gospel, is the same that it has out 
of the Old Testament, which was not any precept, but the 
example of Moses and Elias. Secondly, that the Lent fast is 
owing to the Councils of the Fathers and the custom of the 
Church, in hke manner as the eight days of the neophytes 
and the fifty days of Pentecost owe their observation to the 
same original; concerning which no one doubts, but that 
though there may be remotely some foundation for them in 
Scripture, vet there is no express command, but that they owe 
their original purely to the councils of the Fathers and the 
custom of the Church. 
aat 7. Now by this we understand what others of the Ancients 
age mean, when they say the forty days’ fast is a divine institution, 
divine and derived from the authority of Scripture. As St. Jerom 
nHop. says32, ‘Moses and Elias fasting forty days were filled with 
the conversation of God; and our Lord himself fasted so many 
days in the wilderness, that he might leave to us the solemn 
days of fasting.’ And again, ‘Our Lord, the true Jonas, 


Mt Ibid. c.17. (p.141 d.) Hee de 
Scripturis firmissime tenentur, id est, 
Pascha et Pentecostes. Nam ut qua- 
draginta illi dies ante Pascha obser- 
ventur, ecclesiz consuetudo robora- 
vit; sic etiam ut octo dies neophyto- 
rum distinguantur a ceteris, id est, 
ut octavus primo concinat. 


32 In Isai. 58. p. 262. (t. 4. p. 688 
a.) Elias ac Moyses, quadraginta die- 
rum esurie, Dei familiaritate satu- 
rati sunt, et ipse Dominus totidem 
diebus in solitudine jejunavit, ut no- 
bis solemnes jejuniorum dies relin- 
queret. 


33 In Jone c. 3. (t. 6. p. 416 d.) 
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being sent to preach in the world, fasted forty days, and 
leaving us the inheritance of fasting under this number he 
prepares our souls for the eating of his body.’ Besides, 
many the like expressions occur in the writings of St. Basil*4, 
Theophilus 35, Cyril of Alexandria 26, Petrus Chrysologus ”7, 
and several others, which Bishop Beveridge has put together 
upon this occasion [in his treatise De Jejunio Quadragesimali]. 
But none of these intended to say that there is any direct and 
express divine command for it, but only some precedent or 
example in the extraordinary practice of the forty days’ fast of 
_ eur Saviour, or those of Moses and Elias: which is not enough 
to ground a precept upon, because such extraordinary examples 
are not imitable, neither can they be reduced to practice but 
in a much lower way, which may warrant the Church to ap- 
point a fast of forty days, but not to impose it as a matter of 
divine command. Chrysostom®® among the Ancients saw this 
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Ipse Dominus, verus Jona, missus 
ad icationem mundi, jejunat 
quadraginta dies; et hereditatem 
nobis jejunii derelinquens, ad esum 
corporis sui sub hoc numero nostras 
animas preeparat. 

34 Hom. 2. de Jejun. (t.2. part. 1. 
p-15¢. n. 2.) Eis macay thy otxoupe- 
yyy mweptayyéAXeTat TO KNpvypa’ Kal 
obré Tis ynTOS, OUK HPretpos, Ov TALS, 
ovx €Ovos, oux doxatia avnxods éort 
Tov knpvyparos’ add xal orparéreda, 
cai Shoirdpos, kal wAwtHpes, kai ep- 
wopot, Tavres dpoiws Kal adxovouct Tov 
wapayyéAparos, cal reptyapas trode- 
xorra. “Oore undels éavrdv t£w srot- 
€ir@ Tou Karaddyou Tay ynoTEVOVToY, 
€y @ navra yévn xat maca Hrixia Kal 
aftoparwy 8iapopai maca Karadéyor- 
ra. ...TWAovows ef; pi) xabvBpions 
TH ywnoTeiav... pn Tore oe KaTay- 
yeiAg emi rou vopoGerou Trav ynoremy. 

35 Ep. Paschal. ap. Bevereg. de 
Jejunio Quadragesimali, c.8. 8.5. (ap. 
Cotel. t. 2. part. 2. p. 16s.) lisdem 
ferediebus, [ quibus Basilius scripsit, ] 
Theophilus Alexandrinus tres suas 
Paschales Epistolas, quas S. Hiero- 


gequalis ejus Latinas fecit, et. 


in lucem edidit; in quibus passim 
asserit, jejunium hoc quadragesimale 
secundum evangelicas et apostolicas 
traditiones observandum esse. 


%6 Hom. Paschal. passim. [Vid. 
Bevereg. 1. c. (ibid. postea.) Et 
exiguo post eum tempore, Cymil- 
lus, Alexandrine itidem ecclesise 
antistes, in Paschalibus Homiliis a 
se conscriptis seepe inculcat, hoc je- 
junium ab omnibus celebrandum esse 
kara Tas amogroXiKas sapadcceis, et 
nonnunquam xara thy evayyeAckny 
rapadoow. Ep. | 

47 Serm. 11. ap. Bevereg. 1. c. 
ibid. antea. (Oper. Chrysol. p. 19.) 
Videtis, fratres, quia quod Quadra- 

esimam jejunamus, non est humana 
Inventio; auctoritas est divina: et est 
mysticum, non presumptum; nec 
est de terreno usu, sed de ceelestibus 
est secretis.—Serm. 166. (Chrysol. 
p. 232.) Si ergo quadraginta dierum 
simplex, purum, sequale tantis testi- 
moniis sub tanti numero sacramenti 
traditum nobis a Domino jejunium 
perdocetur; unde ista varietas, unde 
novitas ista, unde hebdomade nune 
resolute, nunc rigid, nunc indul- 
gentes, nimium nunc severe? 

38 Hom. 47. in Matth. p. 425. 
(Bened. 46. al. 47.] (t.7. p. 486 a.) 
Ma@ere yap, gnow, an ¢pov, ore 
mpacs eit kai rarewos Tq kapdig. Kai 
oux elev, Gre "Evnorevou. Kai roi ye 
elyey eirety ras rercapdxovra nyépas, 


GAA’ ov Aéyes rovro, GAA’ Sri Tpgds 


How far 
allowed to 
be a tradi- 
tion or 


canon apo- 
stolical. 
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very clearly, and therefore he says, ‘Christ did not say to his 
disciples, I have fasted, although he might have spoken of those 
forty days: but, “ Learn of me, for I am meek and lowly in 
heart :” and when he sent them to preach the Gospel he did 
not tell them they should fast, but “eat such things as were set 
before them.” This I speak not,’ says he, ‘ to depreciate fast- 
ing, God forbid! but to give it extraordinary commendations. 
Only I am sorry ye should think this, which 1s in the lowest 
rank of virtues, sufficient to salvation, whilst other things of 
greater value, charity, humility, mercy, which exceed even 
virginity itself, are wholly neglected.’ By this it is plain, 
they did not think the example of Christ sufficient to authorize 
the imposition of a forty days’ fast as a matter of divine 
injunction. 

8. But it must be owned, some of them call it a tradition, or 
canon apostolical. St. Jerom?? says, ‘We observe one Lent 
in the year, according to the tradition of the Apostles.’ Pope 
Leo‘° calls it ‘the apostolical institution of a forty days’ fast, 
which the Apostles instituted by the direction of the Holy 
Ghost.’ But it is no small diminution to the judgment of Pope 
Leo, that Mr. Pagi*! and Quesnel‘? observe of him, ‘that he 
was used to call every thing an apostolical law which he found 
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eiue eal ramewvos TH kapdia. Kat sdAuy, 
méumwy avrovs, ovK elmev, Ott Nyo- 
revere’ aAAa, Ilav ro maparibépevoy 
Upiv eoOiere....Tavra d€ Aéyw, ovdxi 
woreiay Kaxi{wv' pn yevowro’ dAAa 
kai odddpa erawav’ ady@ 8e, dray 
Tov GAAwy nueAnpevov ravTny voul- 
(nre apxeiv eis cawrnpiav tpiv, rd 
€gXaTOV TOU xopou rns apetns €xovgay 
Hepos’ TO yap péytotoy, aydmn, Kal 
€meixeta, Kai €Aenpoovyn, Kat Tap- 
Beviay Urepnxovricey. 

39 Ep. 54- (al. 41.] ad Marcellam. 
(t. 1. p.187 a.) Nos unam Quadra- 
gesimam, secundum traditionem A- 
postolorum, toto nobis orbe congruo, 
Jejunamus. [li [Montanistz] tres in 
anno faciunt Quadragesimas, quasi 
tres passi sint Salvatores, &c. 

40 Serm. 6. de Quadragesima [al. 
44. c.2.] (t. 1. p. 168.) Quod ergo, 
dilectissimi, in omni tempore unum- 
quemque facere convenit Christia- 
num, id nunc solicitius et devotius 


est exequendum, ut apostolica insti- 
tutio quadraginta dierum jejuniis im- 
pleatur.—IJt. Serm. 9. [al. 48. c. 1.] 
(ibid. p. 177.) In quibus merito a 
sanctis Apostolis per doctrinam Spi- 
ritus Sancti majora sunt instituta 
jejunia, ut per commune consortium 
crucis Christi, etiam nos aliquid in 
eo, quod propter nos gessit, agere- 
mus. 

41 Crit. in Baron. an. 67. 8. 15. 
[al. 19.] (t.1. p. 57.) Familiare itaque 
est Leoni, ut cum de apostolica tra- 
ditione sermonem habet, de ea loqua- 
tur, quam ab Apostolo Petro eccle- 
siz Romane relictam putabat. Ea 
vero ex B. Petri traditione descen- 
dere existimavit, quz et olim obser- 
vata, et decretis sancita inveniebat 
eorum ecclesiz suz pontificum, quo- 
rum monumenta supererant illa 2- 
tate. 

42 In Leon. 1. c.—See also the 
preceding note. 
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either in the practice of his own Church, or decreed in the 
archives of his predecessors, Damasus and Siricius.’ And for 
St. Jerom, he himself tells us that he sometimes calls particular 
customs of Churches by the name of apostolical traditions: 
for, writing about the Sabbath, which some Churches kept a 
fast, and others a festival, he says‘?, ‘Every country may 
abound in their own sense, and take the precepts of their 
ancestors for apostolical laws.’ And if St. Jerom did so here, 
we may easily apprehend his meaning: if he did otherwise, he 
was certainly mistaken: since it appears from the premises 
that the apostolical Lent was much short of the Lent St. Jerom 
speaks of, and increased to the number of forty days by various 
steps and gradations. 

The apostolical Lent was only a fast of a few days before 
Easter: by the time of Dionysius of Alexandria, it was come 
to be a whole week, and perhaps somewhat more, anno 250. 
At Rome, about the same time, as a very learned person‘ 
thinks, who has written very accurately upon this subject, it 
was three weeks, in the time when Cornelius and Novatian 
were contending about the bishopric of Rome: which made 
the followers of Novatian stick to that term in the times of 
Socrates, when Lent was improved to six weeks in Rome. 
From three weeks that learned person thinks it was first ad- 
vanced to six, elther by the Council of Nice in its fifth canon, 
or not long before it. And then it began commonly to be 
called Quadragesima, or the Forty days’ Fast, because, though 
in strictness the fasting days were but thirty-six, or thirty-one, 
yet the first of them was at least forty days before Easter, 
and thdt gave denomination to the whole. And thus it was in 
the time of St. Jerom: but it is a wrong conclusion in him, 
that because there was an apostolical fast of some few days 
before Easter, which afterwards improved by various degrees 
into a fast of forty days, therefore the fast of forty days must 


43 Ep. 28. [al. 71.] ad Lucin. (p. 84.) To which I may add, &c.— 
Beetic. (t. 1. p. 433 a.)... Unaquee- See the last clause of C. Niceen. c. 
que provincia abundet in sensu suo, 5. (t. 2. p. 316.) where the word 
et preecepta majorum leges apostoli- Tesaapaxoory occurs in the direction 
cas arbitretur. for provincial synods to be held, one 

44 Bishop Hooper: Discourse of before Quadragesima, and another 
Lent, part. 1. ch. 10.°(p. 139.) And in Autumn. Ep.] 
so, if we suppose, Be. Tbe. ch. 5. 
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needs be of apostolical institution: and it is more insufferable 
in those, who, after four other days were added. to thirty-six 
to make them precisely forty days of fasting, still pretend it is 
the very same Lent that was originally settled in the Church 
by the Apostles. The matter in itself is not great, but the 
prejudice and confidence of men in managing a dispute is 
wonderful, when they will maintain a paradox, that may with 
such glaring evidence be so easily confuted. For as Bishop 
Taylor+> says very well upon the point, ‘If any man should 
say that kings were all created as Adam was, in full stature 
and manhood by God himself immediately, he could best be 
confuted by the midwives and the nurses, the schoolmasters, 
and the servants of the family, and by all the neighbourhood, 
who saw them born infants, who took them from their mothers’ 
_ knees, who gave them suck, who carried them in their arms, 
who made them coats, and taught them their letters, who 
observed their growth, and changed their ministeries about 
their persons. The same is the case of the present article. 
He that says our Lent, or forty days’ fast before Easter, was 
established by the Apostles in that full growth and state we 
now see it, is perfectly confuted by the testimony of those 
ages that saw its infancy and childhood, and helped to nusse it 
up to its present bulk.’ And with this I shall end the present 
inquiry about the original and progress of Lent in the first 

ages of the Church. 
What were 9. Tlie next inquiry may be into the causes and reasons of 
the causes its institution. And here, first of all, if we respect the original 
an see institution, the reason is given by Tertullian, who makes the 
lena Catholics say, as we have heard before‘, that the reason of 
rise the Apostles fasting at this time was, because the bridegroom 
sorrow for was taken away from them. In compliance with which prac- 
ee of tice the Ancients generally observed those two days, in which 
Mester. our Saviour lay in the grave, with the greatest strictness, as 
we shall see more hereafter. Though the Montanists, who 
pretended to the Spirit of prophecy, understood ‘the taking 
away of the bridegroom’ in another sense, for our Saviour’s 
ascension or assumption into heaven: and therefore they kept 
one of their Lents or fasts (for they had three in the year) 


45 Ductor Dubitantium, b. 3. ch. 4. p. 3) .) If any man should say, &c. 
p. 632. (rule 13. s. 14. Works, v. 14. See s. 2. n. 9, preceding. 
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after our Lord’s ascension, in opposition to the Church, which 
celebrated the whole time of Pentecost as a solemn festival. 
This we learn from St. Jerom*®, who not only says, the Mon- 
tanists kept three Lents in the year, but also that they kept 
one of them after Ascension‘?, pretending to know by their 
new inspiration, that that was the time which our Saviour 
meant, when he said, “the Bridegroom shall be taken from 
them, and then shall they fast.” So both the Catholics and the 
Montanists agreed upon the reason of a fast, though they ap- 
plied it to a different time according to their different appre- 
hensions. 

10. Cassian‘® gives another reason for the institution of oe 
Lent: he says, ‘ At first there was no observation of Lent, a8 sion of 
long as the perfection of the*primitive Church remained in- say Wee 
violable : for they, who fasted as it were all the year round, its first ar 
were not tied up by the necessity of this precept, nor confined eee 
within the strait bonds of such a fast, as by a legal sanction : 
but when the multitude of believers began to depart from that 
apostolical devotion, and brood continually upon their riches ; 
when instead of imparting them to the common use of all, they 
laboured only to lay them up and augment them for their own 
private expenses, not content to follow the example of Ananias 
and Sapphira; then it seemed good to all the bishops by a 
canonical induction of fasts to recall men to holy works, who 
were bound with secular cares, and had almost forgotten what 
continency and compunction meant, and to compel them by 
the necessity of a law to dedicate the tenth of their time to 
God.’ To the same purpose Pope Leo‘? says, ‘ Whilst men 


46 Ep. 54. (al. 41.] ad Marcellam. 
See n. 39, preceding. 

“ In Matth. 9. (t. 7. p. 51 c.) 
Sponsus, Christus: sponsa ecclesia 
est. De hoc sancto spiritualique 
connubio Apostoli sunt procreati : 
qui lugere non possunt, quamdiu 
sponsam in thalamo vidert, et sciunt 
sponsum esse cum sponsa. Quando 
vero transierint nuptiz, et passionis 
ac resurrectionis tempus advenerit, 
tunc sponsi filii jejunabunt. Non- 
nulli putant, idcirco post dies qua- 
draginta passionis jejunia debere 
committi: licet statim dies Pente- 
costes, et Spiritus Sanctus adveniens, 


indicant nobis festivitatem. Et ex 
hujus occasione testimonii, Monta- 
nus, Prisca, et Maximilla, etiam post 
Pentecosten faciunt Quadragesi- 
mam: quod, ablato sponso, filii 
sponsi debeant jejunare. 
48 Collat. 21. c. 30. 
s. 6. n. 26, preceding. 
49 Serm. 4. [al. 42. c. 1.] de Qua- 
dragesima, (t.1. p. 156.) Quamvis 
enim nulla sint tempora, que divinis 
non sint plena muneribus, et sem 
nobis ad misericordiam Dei per ip- 
sius gratiam preestetur accessus ; 
nunc tamen ompnium mentes majori 
‘studio ad spiritales profectus moveri, 


See before, 
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are distracted about the various cares of this life, their re- 

ligious hearts must needs be defiled with the dust of this 

world: and therefore it is provided by the great benefit of 

this divine institution, that the purity of our minds might be 

repaired by the exercise of these forty days, in which we may 

redeem the failings of other times, and do good works, and 
exercise ourselves in religious fasting.’ 

11. A third reason was, that men might prepare their souls 

for a worthy participation of the communion at Easter. For 

— ae though men at first were used to communicate every Lord’s- 

zteabisatel day, and to keep themselves continually in a constant, habitual 

icipation preparation for that holy mystery; yet as the primitive spirit 

munion at Of Christianity declined, men came by degrees to communicate 

Raster. chiefly at Easter, and some at no other time but that only. 

For the sake of these men therefore the observation of the 

preceding fast was much urged, that by proper and spiritual 

exercises, they might be duly prepared to receive the com- 

munion at Easter, who could not be prevailed upon to frequent 

it at other seasons. This is what we have heard St. Chryso- 

stom®*° say before, ‘that because men were used to come inde- 

voutly and inconsiderately to the communion, especiafly at 

Easter, when Christ first instituted the holy Supper, therefore 

the Fathers, considering the mischiefs arising from such care- 

less approaches, met together, and appointed forty days for 

fasting, that in these days men being carefully purified by 

prayer, and almsdeeds, and fasting, and watching, and tears, 

and confession of sins, and other the like exercises, might 

come with a pure conscience to the holy table.’ To the same 

purpose in another place >!: ‘As they that take great pains to 


Thirdly, 
shat men 
might pre- 


et ampliori fiducia oportet animari, actiones vite hujus solicitudo dis- 


quando ad universa mietitie officia il- 
hus nos diei, i in quo redempti sumus, 
recursus invitat: ut excellens super 
omnia passionis Dominice sacra- 
mentum, purificatis et corporibus et 
animis, celebremus. Debebatur qui- 
dem tantis mysteriis ita incessabilis 
devotio et continuata reverentia, ut 
tales permaneremus in conspectu 
Dei, quales nos in ipso open 
festo F ignum est inveniri. Sed 

hec fortitudo paucorum est, et a 
carnis fragilitate austerior observan- 
tia relaxatur, dumque per varias 


tenditur, neceese est de mundano 
pulvere etiam gloriosa corda sor- 
descere: magna divine institutionis 
salubritate provisum est, ut ad re- 
parandam mentium puritatem qua- 
draginta nobis dierum_ exercitatio 
mederetur, in quibus aliorum tem- 
porum culpas, et pia opera redime- 
rent, et jejunia casta decoquerent. 

50 Hom. 52. In eos, qui primo 
Pascha jejunant. t.5. p. 709. See 
before, 8. 6. n. 28, preceding. 

51 Hom. 22. de Ira. t. 1. p- 276. 
[Bened. ad Pop. Antioch. Hom. 20.] 
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run in a race reap no advantage, if they fail of the prize; so 
we have no benefit from all the labour and pains we bestow 
upon fasting, unless we can come with a pure conscience to 
partake of the holy table. For this end we use fasting and 
Lent, and assemblies for so many days together, and hearing, 
and praying, and preaching, that by our diligence in the use 
of these means, and regard to the divine commands, we may 
wipe off the sins of the whole year that stick to us, and so 
with spiritual boldness and reverence partake of the unbloody 
sacrifice.’ The like is said by St. Jerom*?, ‘that our Lord 
fasting forty days, and leaving us the inheritance of fasting 
under this number, prepares our souls for the eating of his 
body.’ And this I take to have been the principal cause of the 
Church’s enlarging her Lent to the length of forty days, as 
occasion required, from such small beginnings, as it seems to 
have had in its first original. 

12. Besides these general reasons for the observation of Fourthly, 
Lent, there were two particular reasons more peculiarly re- yada 


chumens 

specting two orders of men in the Church, viz. the catechu- might pre- 
pare them- 

mens who were preparing for baptism, and the penitents who dcives for 

were preparing for absolution. It has been noted elsewhere53, baptism. 

that Easter was the fixed and solemn time both for admitting 

catechumens to baptism, and readmitting penitents, after laps- 

ing and peforming a solemn penance, into the communion of 

the Church again: and solemn fasting was preparatory to 


each of these. Justin Martyr>! speaks of a general fast of the 
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res Dominus verus Jona, missus 
Garant de: mundi, ort 
iis ta dies: et, hsereditatem 


(t.2. p. 199 a.) “Qomep yap ovdev 
Spedos ray woAoy Sravdov Tois Tpe- 
Xovcwy, dy ray BpaBeioy éxmerwot* 


ourws ovde nuiv €orat re xépdos amd 
Tov Troha mveoy kat Bpadrev, ray 
wep tiv wnotetay, €ay py pera xa- 
Gapou ouverdoros Sum Paper THs lepas 
drrohavoat rpame{ns. Arca Touro vn- 
oreia xat ‘Teooapaxoor)), kal Togou- 
Tay mee pay covagis, cai axpdaoss, 
Kat evxal, kat Bi8acxaXiat, ¢ iva travri 
Tpor@ Ta Tapa mwayta Tov eytauToy 
np apapripata mpoorpiBevra Sud 
rs onovdns raurns TaeY Ocinéay €v- 
Tadpatoy anogpnfdpuevot, pera map- 
pnoias mveuparixns perdoywpey ev- 
AaBas THs avatudxrou éxeivns b- 
cias. 


52 In Jone, c. 3. (t.6. p. 416 d.) 


nobis se) jejunii derelinquens, ad esum 
corporis sui sub hoc numero nostras 
animas preeparat. 

53 B. 11. ch. 6. 8. 7. V. 4. Pp. 105. 

4 Apol. 2. (p. 93 e-) “Ovros dy 
reabace Kal muotrevwotv, ann ravra 
Ta vp pay Si8aoxdpeva cal eydpeva 
elvas, cat Biovy ovras buvacdat ume 
oxvavrat, exec Oat re xal alrew my 
orevovres mapa Tou Oeov trav 7 
paprnpevav aderw d:daoxovra, nya 
Tuvevxopevcry Kai cuvmnorevdvray au- 
Trois. “Emetra dyovra vg’ nua évba 
vdwp é éort, rat Tpdmov anc YUTEwS, 
bv xai pets avrol dveyennGnpev, ava- 
yevvevrat. 
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whole Church together with the catechumens, who presented 
themselves to baptism: ‘ As many,’ says he, ‘as are persuaded, 
and do believe that the things taught and said by us are true, 
and promise to live accordingly, they are instructed to pray, 
and with fasting to beg of God remission of sins, we praying 
and fasting together with them. Then they are brought to 
the place where water is, and are regenerated after the same 
manner of regeneration as we were regenerated before them.’ 
This is a plain account of a public fast before baptism. After- 
ward when the time of baptism was settled to Easter, it is 
certain the Lent fast was observed by the catechumens, as 
preparatory to their baptism. For Cyril of Jerusalem >> thus 
addresses himself to the catechumens: ‘The present season is 
a season of confession: all worldly cares are to be laid aside ; 
for you strive for your souls. You that have been busy about 
the things of the world, and troubled in vain so many years, 
will ye not bestow forty days in prayer for the salvation of 
your souls? So again 56: ‘ There is a large time given you: 
you have the penance before you of forty days, sufficient space 
and opportunity to put off the old garments, and put on new.’ 
Upon this account all candidates of baptism were obliged to 
give in their names forty days before baptism, which Cyril” 
calls dvoparoypadia, the entering of their names, in the same 
place. This is intimated by the fourth Council of Carthage, 
which orders**, ‘that they, who are to receive baptism, shall 
give in their names, and continue a long time under abstinence 
from wine and flesh, and use imposition of hands, and frequent 
examination.” The time of forty days is not particularly 
specified here, but it is plainly expressed in one of the canons 
of Siricius 59, who speaks of giving baptism at Easter ‘only to 


59 Catech. 1.n. 5. (p. 18c.) Katpos 
e£opodoynoews 6 Tapov..... Nacay 
péptyvay avOperrivny e€ahenpou ame 
gov, mepi Wuxns yap TPEXELS. .. 
Togovrous KukAous éviauT ay bindGes 
rept Tov Koo HOY parny do xohoupevos, 
Kat TegoapaKovra neEpas ov axodaces 
7 SpogeuxD dia rnv cavrou Wuynp. 

5 In Preefat. n. 3. (al. 4.] (p. 5 a.) 
TloAAn, got } mpodec pia” Tecoapa- 
KovTa NEpwy’ peravotay Exes’ Exets 
wokAny eEvKatpiay, kat exdvcac6a, 
Kat anonmAvvacba, xai évdvcar6a, 


cal eioedOety. 

57 Ibid. n. I. (p. 2 a.) "Ovoparo- 
ypagia Téws Ul ¥ se kat orpa- 
reias Krjows.—N. 3. ape (P. 4 b) 
“Ovopd cov evepypagn, k. T. 

53 C Radars Bapti- 
Pete nomen suum dent, et diu [sub] 
abstinentia vini et carnium, ac manus 
impositione, crebra examinatione [al. 
examinati], baptismum percipiant. 

69 Ep. 1. ad Himer. c. 2. (ibid. p. 
1018 c.)....Generalia baptismatis 
tradi convenit sacramenta his dun- 


2, 13. or Lent fast. 401 


such as gave in their names forty days before and continued 
under the daily discipline of exorcism, prayer and fasting.’ 
Which shows that this fast of forty days was then a time more 
peculiarly observed by such catechumens as were preparing for 
baptism at Easter following. 

13. The like discipline was observed towartl penitents who, And peni- 

tents for 

after their canonical penance was completed, were generally st staniitios 
absolved about the time of the Paschal festival: and therefore *t Easter. 
it is reasonable to suppose that the preceding time of Lent was 
always more strictly observed by them, as a decent preparation 
for the absolution they then expected. Not that this was the 
only time of penance, especially for great and scandalous cri- 
minals ; for many of these were kept under penance for many 
years successively, as has been shown in a former Book : but 
the ordinary time of absolving them was Easter; as we learn 
not only from the testimony of St. Ambrose® and others, 
alleged heretofore®! in the discourse of absolution, but from 
Gregory N yssen, who says®, ‘the anniversary solemnity of 
Easter was not only the time of regenerating catechumens, 
but of begetting those again to a lively hope, who had forfeited 
it by their sin, but were desirous to regain it by repentance 
and conversion from dead works, to walk again in the paths of 
life.’ The same is intimated in the canons of the Council of 
Ancyra®, and those of Peter of Alexandria®™, and the Epistles 


taxat electis, qui ante quadraginta 


yever ias peracTotxeroupevous, dca THs 
vel eo amplius dies nomen dederint, 


rou Aourpou Xaperos Te) Gep mpooa- 


et exorcismis, quotidianisque ora- 
tionibus atque jejuniis fuerint ex- 
piati. 

60 Ep. 33. [al. 20.] ad Marcellin. 
. 2: t. 2. 859 9 b. n. 26.) Erat dies, quo 

ominus pro nobis tradidit, 
ane in ecclesia peenitentia relaxatur. 

6i B. 19. ch. 2. 8. 10. p. 208. 

62 Ep. Canonic. ad Letoium, in 
Preefat. t. 2. pe (CC. t.2. p. 
1776 e.) "Emet ) yap Y xaOoAtky Kat 
auTn ™ms xricvews éopriy Kara y Te- 
Tayperny mrepiodoy Tou émavotaiou 
KuxAov xaé” éxacroy €ros, éy ravri 
wAnpoupévn T@ kdope, eri ry advacta- 
oat TOU menrexdros emereAeirat’ NTO- 
os dé dor 7 dpapria, dydoracis de 
) €k rou mraparos THs duaprias aydp- 
Boots. Kadés dy eyor ard i ry rv 
pay ravrny, ov udvov rovs dx maAty- 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


yetr, ahAd kal rods dud rijs apecoed 
Te kat emearpopins amd Tey vex 
épyav eis tyy (aca sid ma)ty ema- 
vidvras, Kal pals abe es 
THY gafovcay amd a, bs 8 

a ioe Gachnueuous. 

C.6. (t. 1. p. 1457 e.) Hepi ray 
arrew\j} pdévoy eifdvtwy Koddcews, rat 
adatpecews trapxdvrav i _berosxias, 
Kal abit Kai péxpt Tov mapévros 
Katpou 421) peravoncayroy, pn de €m- 
otpeydvrey, vuv 8€ mapa Tov ratpoy 
THs ovvddou mpocedObrran, kat els 
8edvotay Ths émotpopis yevopeveny® 
édofe péxpt THs peyaAns npépas els 
dxpdéacty Bex Onvat, kat pera THY pe- 
yar 7 neepay Umoneceiv tpia érn, rat 
pera GAXa d8vo érn Kowovnoat xwpis 
mpoohopas, xai ovrws eAGeiv ert rd 
rédecov, ‘Sore rhvy macay éfaeriav 


pd 
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of Cyprian’, all of which speak of Easter as the great and 
solemn time of admitting penitents, as a learned prelate of 
our Church has with great judgment and acuteness observed 
out of them. And thence we may infer, that penitents, who 
were bound to strict rules of penance all the year round, and 
many times year after year under a long course of discipline, 
were more exactly careful in the observation of this season, in 
hopes of obtaining their absolution in the close of it. Whence 
St. Jerom® observes, ‘that forty was a number proper for 
penitents, and fasting, and sackcloth, and tears, and _perse- 
verance in deprecating God's anger. For which reason Moses 
also fasted forty days in Mount Sinai; and Elias, flying from 


minpooa. Ei 8¢ reves mpo THs cuve- 
Bou ravrns é3€yOncay eis peravoray, 
an’ éxeivou rou yxpdvou Aedoyicba 
avtois THY adpyny ths éfaerias’ ef peév 
rot xivOuvos xai Oavdrou mpoodoxia éx 
yécou 7 dAAns rivds mpopacews cup- 
Bain, rovrous eri dp 8exOnvat. 

64 C. 4. (ibid. p. 956 a.) "Emet 
roivuy reraproy 45n Udoya émxarei- 
Ande tov Starypdv, avrdpxws exes Trois 
pev mpocevexGeiot xal PvdraxioGeice, 
Bacavous re avumoicrous Uropeuyn- 
cdot kal adbopnrous pagttyas Kai 7roA- 
Ads érépas avayxas Sewas, vorepow Se 
mpodiopevors umd rhs aobevetas TIS 
oapkos, €i kai py €& apyns tmaped€exOn- 
gay &a rhy mapaxoAovOnoacay peyi- 
oTny mracww, 6uas 8a TO ToAAa av- 
rous nOAnxevas kat émt moAv avripa- 
xevOar. Ot yap xara mpoaipeow ev 
TOUT® edndvbacw, adda xatarpodo- 
Oevres Ud ths adabeveias THs GapKés. 
"Ered xat oriypata rou Ingov evdei- 
KyuyTul €y Tois Gwpactvy auTa@y, Kal 
78n Tivés TpiTov Eros Exovet KaTamrey- 
Oovvres’ mpocemiripnOnvat avrois amo 
THs mpocerevoews Kad’ Umdpvnow, 
GAXas reooapaxovra nuepas, ds xairep 
mortevous 6 Kuptos cat Swrnp nav 
"Ingots Xpicros, pera 76 BarricOnvat, 
€metpacOn amd rov AtaBoAov’ eis as 
kai UUTOL KATA TO Tmeptaaov diayupvac- 
Gevres, évTovare pov Te vn\vavtes, ypn- 
yopnaovaty els mpoaevyxas Tov Aotrov, 
KatapeXeT@vres TO Acyopevoy UT TOU 
Kupiou mpos rov metpa{ovra avroy, 
iva mpooxuynon ait@, "Yraye oricw 
pou Sarava’ yeypanrat yap, Kuptoy 
tov Ocdy gou mpooxuyngets, Kai alr@ 


poévy Aarpevoes. 

ob Ep. 56. Edit. Oxon. (al. 53.] 
(p. 251.) Quoniam tamen scripeistis, 
ut cum pluribus collegis de hoc ipso 
plenissime tractem, et res tanta exi- 
git majus et impensius de multorum 
collatione consilium, et nunc omnes 
fere, inter Pasche prima solemnia, 
apud se cum fratribus demorantur ; 
quando solemnitati celebrandz apud 
suos satisfecerint, et ad me venire 
ceeperint, tractabo cum singulis ple- 
nius, &c. 

66 Bishop Hooper: Discourse of 
Lent, part 1. ch. 6. (p.93.) We may 
justly suppose St. Cyprian was con- 
sulted before Easter about the same 
case, the reconciliation of those who 
had been penitents three years; that, 
if he answered favourably, they might 
have been admitted at the approach- 
ing festival, &c. 

67 In Jone, c. 3. (t. 6. p. 416 ¢.) 
Quadragenarius numerus convenit 
peccatoribus, et jejunio, et orationi, 
et sacco, et lacrymis, et perseveran- 
tiz deprecandi: ob quod et Moy- 
ses quadraginta diebus jejunavit in 
Monte Sina, et Elias fugiens Jezabel, 
indicta fame terre Israel, et Dei de- 
super ira pendente, quadraginta dies 
jejunasse describitur. Ipse quoque 
Dominus, verus Jona, missus ad 
predicationem mundi, jejunat qua- 
draginta dies: et, hereditatem nobis 
jejunii derelinquens, ad esum cor- 
poris sui sub hoc numero nostras 
animas preeparat. 


, 14. or Lent fast. 403 


Jezebel, and the wrath of God impending upon Israel, is 
described as fasting forty days. Our Lord also himself, the 
true Jonas, who was sent to preach to the world, fasted forty 
days; and leaving us the inheritance of his fasting, he still 
prepares our souls for the eating of his body by the same 
number.’ 

14. Thus we see catechumens and public penitents were Lent gene- 
strictly obliged to the observation of Lent, as part of their dis- alia 
cipline and preparation for baptism and absolution. Nor was a aes 
the great body of the Church backward at this scason to con- beapueitl 
cur in fasting and prayer with them. For St. Chrysostom likerty a 
says, ‘Though at other times when we preachers cry up and just allow- 
preach the duty of fasting never so much all the year, scarce 9,10 
any one hearkens to what we say; yet when the season of mities, be- 
forty days is come, though none exhort or advise them, the os rae 
most negligent set themselves to it, taking admonition and bali 
advice from the very season.’ Lent, it seems, was then gene- discretion. 
rally reputed a proper time to fast, and repent, and mourn for 
sin, that such as were negligent at other times might take this 
opportunity to recollect and humble themselves, and come 
duly prepared to the communion at the Easter festival. There- 
fore he adds immediately, ‘If a Jew or a Heathen ask you 
why you fast ; do not tell him it is for our Saviour’s passion or 
the cross: for so you will give him an handle to accuse you: 
for we do not fast for the passion or the cross, but for our sins, 
because we are come to the holy mysteries. The passion is 
not the occasion of fasting or mourning, but of joy and exulta- 


tion: we mourn not for that, but for our sins, and therefore 


68 Hom. 52. In eos, qui Pascha 
ag t.5. p. 709. [Bened. Hom. 
cont. Jud. 3.] i: I. p. 611d.) ‘Hyeis 
pev dy dca ravrds Tov énavrov peéveo- 
pev Bodyres kal xnpurrovres vnoteiay, 
ovdeis } Mpowexet Tois Aeyouevors” dv Be 
emorn pdvoy 6 ths Teoaapaxoorns 
natpos, kat pndevos mapatvouvros, unde 
coupBovrevorros, rai 6 opdipa vw6pd- 
raros Gtavioraras, THY mapa Tov Kat- 
pow AapBdveoy oupBovdAny cai mapai- 
vey. * Ay oby épyrai ge ‘loudaios 
kat “EAAny, rivos é€vexev morevers ; 
pn ets, ore bia 7d Ldoxa, pnde 6 ore 

¥ oTaupoy, eel ToAAny aur 


3i8es rv AaBnv’ ob yap 3a Td Mdcxa 


morevopey, oude Bcd roy gravpoy, 
adda da ra Gpaprjpara Ta nuérepa, 
érrecB7) pédAopev pvornpiors mpoorévat’ 
eret roye [ldoya ov ynoreias éoriy, 
ovde mevdous, adn’ eihpoovuns kat 
xapas undGeats. ... OU yap trevOoupey 
8 éxeivoy [nempe oravpov), BH y€- 
youro, GAAa oa ra oixeta dpaprnpara® 
dia rovro yyoTEevopey. ... Ay pera 
xaBapou mpocenOy auverdéros, Ila 
emredei, way o7nMEpoV, nay atpiov, xd 
drore uy perdo xn THs Kotvyovias’ ou 
yap ev Taparnpncet Kapow, GAN’ ev 
cuverdért xabap@ 7 apiotn xpiverat 
mpdcovos. 


pd2 
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we fast.’ But then this fast was observed with a great deal of 
liberty. For he says in the same place, ‘ If a man come with 


& pure conscience, he keeps the Pasch, whether he partakes of 
the communion to-day, or to-morrow, or at any other time.’ 
And therefore he says, in another place %, ‘It was usual mn 
Lent for the people to ask one another how many weeks they 
had fasted, and one would answer he had fasted two weeks, 
another three, another all. And what advantage is it, if we 
have kept the fast without mending our morals? If another 
says, I have fasted the whole Lent, say thou, I had an enemy, 
and I am reconciled to him; I had a custom of reviling, and I 
have left it off; I was used to swearing, and I have broken the 
evil habit. It is of no advantage to fast, if our fasting do not 
produce such fruits as these.’ In other places he intimates 
that a great liberty was allowed men in regard to their infir- 
mities, and that they were left in a great measure to fast at 
their own discretion. ‘ Let no one,’ says he?°, ‘ place his con- 
fidence in fasting only, if he continues in his sins without 
reforming. For it may be one that fasts not at all may obtain 
pardon, if he has the excuse of bodily infirmity: but he that 
does not correct his sins can have no excuse. Thou hast not 
fasted by reason of the weakness of thy body: but why art 
thou not reconciled to thy enemies? Canst thou pretend bodily 
infirmity here? If thou retainest hatred and envy, what apo- 


69 Hom. 16. ad Pop. Antioch. t. 
I. p. 211, (t. 2. p. 168 d.) “Eos 
dracw eporay Kata Thy Teocapaxo- 
orny, wéoas éxagros éBdopnadas €vn- 
OTEVCE ; Kat €otiw axovoat AeydvTwv, 
Tay pev, ore bv0, TeV be, 6 ore mpeis, 
trav 8€, Ort magas éevnorevoay ras 
éBSopadas. Kai ri 1d xepdos, eay 
€pnpoe karopOwpdrav mape hOwpev Thy 
yycreiay ; : eay E€repos Aeyn, Ort maga 
éotevoa Ty Teacapaxooryy, ov 
€i7€, ért €x Opov eixov Kal xaTn\ayny’ 
€Oos eixov Ka opeiv, Kat emavoadyny’ 
€Oos etyov Opvuvat, Kai €Avoa 70 Tro- 
ynpov €Bos. Ovdev dqedos rots epme- 
pots, av mroAu pNkos meddyous mapa- 
Spapwor, adn’ €ay pera popriay 
mrewot Kal mohAns THs éuropias. 
Ovdev dpedos THs vnoreias nuiv, dv 
mapeAOwpev avtyy amAas, eixy Kat 


pany. 
70 Hom. 22. de Ira. t. 1. p.277. [Be- 


ned. Hom. 20. ad Pop. Antioch. | (ibid. 

p.199 ¢c.) MnJdeis povn TH yyoreia emt- 
ornpilerOw, € eay Tois raxois emervev a- 
bidpOwros" Tov pev yap pn morevovra 
€ixos Kal Ovyyvwpuns Tue, cebparos 
ao Oevecay mpoBadddpevor" rov 8€ un 
S:opbacavra € €auTou Ta whyppeAnpara, 
apnxavoy drrodoyias TUXELY. Oux éyn- 
orevoas ta Thy THs GapKos agOeveay’ 

Trois €xOpois cov rivos €vexev ov KaTHA- 
Aayns;, eimé pot; pn Kat évravéa ac- 
Oéveray c@paros mpoBareba é Exes 5 
Tidhw av Bacraviav kai pOdvov pevgs 
€xor, Troiav éfers arrodoyiay, elmré p06; 
Ovsapov yap €y TouTots rots édarra- 
paow emt oaparos dabeéveray eott 
xarapvuyetv. [The first clause of this 
passage, Mndeis x.r.A., is wanting 
in the Edition of Duceeus, and is 
found in Savil’s in the matgin, (t. 6. 
p- 199 c.); the Benedictine has intro- 
duced them into the text. Ep.] 
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logy canst thou make? In such crimes as these thou canst not 
fly to the refuge of bodily weakness.’ So again more copiously 
prosecuting this matter in another place?!: ‘If thou canst not 
pass all the day fasting by reason of bodily weakness, no wise 
man can condemn thee for this. For we have a kind and mer- 
ciful Lord, who requires nothing of us above our strength. 
He neither requires abstinence from meat nor fasting simply 
of us, nor that for this end we should continue without eating 
only ; but that sequestering ourselves from worldly affairs we 
should spend all our leisure time in spiritual things. For if 
we would order our lives soberly, and lay out our spare hours 
upon spiritual things, and eat only so much as we had need of 
and nature required, and spend our whole lives in good works, 
we should not need help of fasting. But because human nature 
is negligent, and gives itself rather to ease and pleasure, 
therefore our kind Lord, as a compassionate father, hath found 
out this medicine of fasting for us, that we should abridge our- 
selves in our pleasures, and transfer our care of secular things 


to works of a spiritual nature. 


7\ Hom. 10. in Gen. t. 2. p. 91. 
(t. 4. p. 72 ¢, seqq-) Ei be oe ao e- 
vevay TwpATERHY, ayamnre, ov Buvacas 
[al. py 8uvaco| dovros mapareivew 
THY Npépay, ovdels eippovav vmrép 
rourov got eyxaréoa dsvuvncerat. 
Aconérny yap Exopev WE pov kal 
| coal abbr Kat ovdey trav wmép 

vvapiy Trap pay ex(nrovyra’ ode 
yap Thy aro ny Toy Bpwpdrav, cal 
Mi ynoreiay aTA@s dmacret map npey 
veo Oat’ ovde bia TovTO, iva aotrot 
peivapen pévov, GAN’ iva, aguorav- 
Tes éavrovs amd Toy Brorikay mpay- 
paTwv, macay Thy cXoAnY ev Tots 
Mveuparixois dvahioxapey. Qs ei pera 
ynpovons Scavoias roy €avrav Bio 
olxovopaper, kai mepl ra myevparixd 
wacay Thy TXOATY émiBexvipeda, kat 
oa] Tpoph ouTw mpociapey, as Thy 
peiay pdvoy mAnpovy, Kai ev Tais 
ayabais mpageow dravra tov Biov 
karavanioxety, oude xpeia npiy iv Ths 
BonBeias ths amd THs vnoreias. “AA 
éred} pdOupss éorw 7 puors 7 7 av- 
Oporrivn, kai TH dvéoe kai rH tpudij 
peaddov éaurny émdidoor, da Touro, 
xabarep Tarnp purccropyos, Thy umd 
THs wynoteias nuw larpeiay érevénoey 


If therefore there be any here 


6 dihdvOpwmos Aconérns’ iva nat ra 
THs Tpupns nut exxénrnrat, cat my 
TeEpt Ta Buorina dpovridsa perayayo- 
pep éml mY TOY mveuparixay epya- 
giay. “Ay roivuy doi rives THY €v- 
tavOa ouvidvray tro do Geveias wo- 
patixns KoA udpevot, cal py Suvduevor 
Gourot Srapevery, rourots Tmapaivés rat 
Thy dobeverav ry Toparicny Tapa- 
prbcicGar, Kal ris 8idacxahias Tav- 
TS THs TVEULATIKAS 7) Grroorepely 
€avrovs, dAAd ravTy paddoy Thetova 
THY orovdny endeixyva Oat. Eloi yap, 
eiawy ddot modal peiCous THs arrox7}s 
tay B OpaTooy, | ai Suvdpevar Tas Oupas 
np dvoiyew THs mappyoias THs Tpos 
roy Gedy. ‘O tpopns Toivuy peradap~ 
Bdavwv, xat morevew Ty) Suvdpevos, 
Saytheorepay THY éAenuooumy émt- 
Bexvic bw, evxas éxteveis, Thy Tpo- 
Ovpiay emrerapevny exer wept Thy 
axpéagww trav Oeiwy. Evravéa ovdey 
y Tov odparos aobévera éumddcoy 
npw yiverat’ Tots €xOpois xaraAXar- 
réa8u, mwacay penocKaxiay efopilerm 
ms davtov Yuyys. *Av ravra Karop- 
Bow pian my aAn6n moreiay 
embeifare, ral yy padwora mdvrop 


araret wap nav 6 Aeowdrns. 'Ere 
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present who are hindered by bodily infirmity, and cannot con- 
tinue all the day fasting, I exhort them to have regard to the 
weakness of their bodies, and not upon that account deprive 
themselves of this spiritual instruction, but for that very reason 
to pay more diligent attendance on it. For there are many 
ways besides abstinence from meat which will open to us the 
door of confidence towards God. He therefore that eats, and 
cannot fast, let him give the more plentiful alms, let him be 
more fervent in his prayers, let him show the greater alacrity 
and readiness in hearing the divine oracles: for the weakness 
of the body is no impediment in such offices as these: let him 
be reconciled to his enemies, and forget injuries, and cast all 
thoughts of revenge out of his mind. He that does these 
things will show forth the true fasting, which the Lord chiefly 
requires. Therefore 1 exhort you, who are able to fast, to go 
on with all possible alacrity in this good and laudable work. 
For by how much more our outward man perishes, so much 
more our inward man is renewed. For fasting restrains the 
body, and checks and bridles its inordinate sallies ; but makes 
the soul much brighter, and gives it wings to mount up and 
soar on high. Do you also exhort your brethren, that are not 
able to fast for the weakness of their bodies, that they should 


Kat TauTHY THY amroxny tev Bpwpdrar 
Sta Trovro KedXever iver Oat, iva xare- 
vouvres ra oxipTnpata Ts gwaprds, 
elnviov auTny épyatopeda mpos THY 
Tov évroday extAnpwow. Ei dé peA- 
Aowpey pnde thy umd tHs ynoTeias 
Bonbecay éavrois mpocayew dia thy 
Tov awparos aoGeveray, Kat mAelova 
my pabdvpiay émdeixvvcOa, AavOavo- 
pev €avrovs ra peyiora Cypovperos. 
Ei yap kai pera wnoteias n Tay 
Tpoetpnwevev xaropOwparov € EAAenpis 
ovdey 7 npas ovivnat, TOAAG paddov ei, 
pnde to happaxw ths vnoreias Xen 
gacOas Suvdpevor, mAEtova THY pabv- 
piay emderEdpeOa. Taira 8n paddyres 
wap nNuav, Tapaxada, of vnorevew 
Suvdpevot, avtoi re xa& dcov oldy re 
emreivere Upav Thy KaAnY TaUTHY Kal 
ematvernv mpobupiav. “Oow yap 6 e€w 
nuav avOpwros SiapGetperat, tocov- 
tov 6 €ow avaxawvovra. “H yap vqo- 
Tela TO fev O@pa Karareivet, Kat xa- 
Awol Ta araxta oxiprnpata, thy Be 


Woxny Sravyeorepay epyaterat xai 
mTepoi, Kat peTapatoy kai rougny 
Trovel. Kai rovs adeAgovs 8 rovs 
Uperepous, doo bia TwpariKyy ao GE- 
vecay ynotevew ov Suvayras, _Tporpe- 
meaOe 21) arrohipmaver Gat THS Ivev- 
pariKys Taurns Tpopijs, 8.8aoxovres 
aurovs, Kal Ta Tap nav abtois dta- 
mropOmevovres, Kat Gecxvuvres, ore 6 

ayov Kat mov petpios ouK dvd£ ids 
€oTt ravrns THs axpodaews, GAX’ 6 
padupos kal Braxexupevos. Kat revere 
mpos aurovs xat Td amoaroA.Kay do- 
yeov,. "Ore Kat 6 exbioy, Kupip eobiel, 
ral Oo pn éoOiwv, Kupio ouK évbtel, 
ral eUxapiores T@ Gew’ Kat 6 vno- 
TEVWY TOLVUY ELxapLOTEL TH Geq, Gre 
Suvapey eye Savapséony ayrig ey 
pos Tov mévoy THS vnoTEias’ Kai 6 
éecbiwy maduy evyapioret TH Gew, ori 
ovdeéy aurov TovTo Aupnvacba: Suvara 
mpos thy THs Wuxns cernpiay, cay 
OéXn. 
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not upon that account absent themselves from this spiritual 
food : but teach them and inform them what you have learned 
of us, that he that eats and drinks with moderation is not 
unworthy of this auditory, but only he that is negligent and 
dissolute. Tell them what the Apostle says, “ Both he that 
eateth, eateth to the Lord: and he that eateth not, to the Lord 
he eateth not, and giveth God thanks:” therefore he that 
fasteth giveth God thanks, who has enabled him to bear the 
labour of fasting ; and he that eateth gives God thanks like- 
wise, that this is no prejudice to the salvation of his soul, if he 
be otherwise willing and obedient.’ 

I have recited these passages at large out of Chrysostom, to 
show what notion he had of the obligation men were under to 
observe the Lent fast. If men were in health and able to bear 
it, the rule and custom was for them to observe it; and they 
generally did so without any further admonition: but if they 
did not comply, their non-compliance did not debar them from 
the communion at Easter, or lay them under any ecclesiastical 
censure as great delinquents. On the other hand, if they 
pleaded bodily infirmity and weakness, that was always ac- 
cepted as a just apology, provided that they made it appear 
by their other good works that they were sincere and zealous, 
and not merely acting a part in the business of religion. And 
some footsteps of this liberty, in leaving men to a discretionary 
observation of Lent, are described by learned men in several 
other writers. Bishop Hooper?! observes out of Tertullian “2, 
that except Friday and Saturday before Easter, the Catholics 
in his time kept no other days of fasting in Lent but only at 
discretion ; and that their fast was for the most part private, 
and not distinguished by any public action. And Bishop Tay- 
lor 78 asserts the same, not only out of Tertullian, but Socrates, 


71 Discourse of Lent, part 1. ch. 4. 
(pp. 63, 64.) From Tertullian’s ma- 
nagement, &c. 

2 De Jejun. cc. 2. et 13. See be- 
fore, 8. 2. p. 383. nn. 9 and Io. 

73 Duct. Dubitant. p. 6a9. (rule 
13. 8. 9. Works, v.14. p. 31.) This 
first appears in that we find it af- 
firmed often in antiquity, that the 
fasts of the Church were arbitrary, 
and chosen without necessity and 
imposition from any authority, which 


thing was observed by Socrates [lib. 
5. Cc. 22.], speaking of the Lent fast : 
‘ Because no man can show in an 

record that there was a command- 
ment concerning this thing, it is 
manifest that the Apostles did per- 
mit a free power in the same, leaving 
to every one’s mind and choice, that 
every one might do what was good, 
without the inducement of fear or 
of necessity.’ ‘ For so we ought to 
fast and abstain, saith Prosper (De 


408 


The Quadragesimal 


Prudentius, Victor Antiochenus, Prosper, and St. Austin : ‘ for 
the fasts of the Church were arbitrary and chosen, without 
necessity and imposition from any authority.’ He means not 
only the imposition of apostolical or divine authority upon the 
Church in general, but the imposition of them by any autho- 
rity of the Church upon her own members, as laying any 


necessary obligation on them. 


And this is true of the three 


or four first ages of the Church, but more questionable of 


those that followed after. 


For the fourth Council of Orleans 


orders‘, that all who refused to fast on Saturday in Lent 
should be made liable to ecclesiastical censure; and among those 


Vita Contemplat. 1. 2. c. 24.] that 
we may not submit our souls to a 
necessity of fasting and abstaining, 
that we may not do a voluntary 
thing by an involuntary devotion.’ 
But of this we have elder testi- 
mony; for when Tertullian scraped 
together all that he could to justify 
the Lents of Montanus, the new 
fasts, which he for discipline would 
have had the Churches for ever to 
observe ; he laid hold upon the prac- 
tice of the Catholics to verify Mon- 
tanus’s imposition, saying, that the 
Catholic bishops did enjoin fasts 
sometimes, et ex aliqua solicitudinis 
ecclestastice causa, upon the occa- 
sion of some trouble or affliction in 
the Church, (Lib. de Jejun. c. 13.] 
that is, temporary fasts, or solemn 
days upon special emergent acci- 
dents. He adds also, that they kept 
the Paschal fast, the two days before 
Easter, in which the Bridegroom 
was taken from them; but in these 
days they sometimes live on bread 
and water, ut cuique videbatur, et 
hac er arbitrio agentes et non ex 
amperto; they did this not by any 
command, but by choice, as they 
pleased themselves: for so the Ca- 
tholics did say and believe, sic et 
Apostolos observasse, nullum aliud 
tmponentes jugum certorum et tn 
commune omnibus obeundorum jeju- 
niorum, [cap. 2.]; that the Apostles 
did fast as every Christian else did, 
and ought to do, er arbitrio, pro 
enperibas et causis uniuscujusque, 
as every one had cause, and oppor- 
tunity, and will; but they imposed 


no other yoke of certain and for ever 
to be observed fasts. 
Laxus ac liber modus abstinendi 
Ponitur cunctis: neque nos severus 
Terror impellit: sua quemque cogit 
Velle potestas. 
Sufficit, quicquid facias, vocato 
Numinis nutu prius, inchoare, 
Sive tu mensam renuas, cibumve 
Sumere tentes. 
So Prudentius[Cathemer. Hymn.8.] 
expressly affirming, that even in his 
time there were no laws of set and 
annual fasts: for that very thin 
Victor Antiochenus [in Marc. c. a 
makes to be a difference between 
the Old and New Testament: for 
the faithful in that time had fasting 
days appointed by God, que proinde 
modts omnibus explere obligabantur, 
ettamst alias noluissent, which they 
were bound by all means to observe, 
though against their will; but under 
the Gospel, we fast by the love of 
virtue, and the choice of our own 
will, rather than by the coaction of 
any law. For, quibus diebus jeju- 
nandum sit, nullo Apostolorum pre- 
ceplo definitum reperiri, said St. 
Austin, [ Epist. 68. ad Casulanum]; 
What days we are to fast, is nowhere 
to be found determined by any pre- 
cept of the Apostles. 

“4 An. 541. c. 2. (t. 5. p- 382 a.) 
.... Sed neque per Sabbata absque 
infirmitate anu solvat quadra- 
gesimale (al. Quadragesime ] jeju- 
nium. ....Si quis hane regulam ir- 
ruperit, tanquam transgressor disci- 
pline a sacerdotibus censeatur. 
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called the Apostolical Canons there is one 7? that orders, ‘ that 
every clergyman, who not being infirm refuses to fast in Lent, 
shall be deposed ; and laymen shall be suspended from commu- 
nion for the same transgression.’ But this is one of those 
canons which are known to be of later date 7°, and therefore 
cannot be concluded to be according to the ancient rule of the 
Church. 

15. From this it will be easy to account for the difference How the 
which happened between the Church and the Montanists about rt salor aia 
the imposition of fasts. Montanus is condemned by the writers from the 
of that age for making new laws about fasting. In the frag- alee 
ment of Apollonius, mentioned by Eusebius’, it is laid to his imposition 

‘ . Of fasts. 
charge that he was the first 6 vnorelas vonobernoas, who im- 
posed fastings by his laws. Which some understand as if he 
was the first that ever brought fasting under any rule or law. 


Which cannot be true: for, as we have seen before, the Church 


or Lent fast. 


75 C. 69. [al. 68.] (Cotel. [c. oa 
v. 1. p. 446.) Ei ris énioxonos, 
ampeaBurepos, f Sidxovos, } avayve- 
ATS, THY ayiay Teroapa- 
xoorny [rov Idoya] ov wnoreves 
[al. snorevo:], 4 Terpada, } Uapa- 
oxeuny, xabapeicOw" éxrds el pr Be 
acOéveray coparuny éurodi(orro’ ay 
3¢ Aaixds 7, ahopiérbw.—Conf. C. 
Tolet. 8. e.9. (t.6. p. 407 b.) Nonz 
Leg. Nove] intentionis admonitu 
etecta est ingluvies horrenda vora- 
cium, que dum freno parsimoniz 
non astringitur, religioni contraria 
censetur. Nam dicente Scriptura, 
Qué spernit minima, paullatim deci- 
det tn mazima ; illi tanto edacitatis 
improbe sumptu grassantur, ut ce- 
lestia et pene summa contemnere 
videantur. Etenim cum Quadrage- 
simee dies anni totius decimz depu- 
tentur, sha in oblatione jejunii Do- 
mini [{al. Domino] consecrantur, 
quibus etiam saluberrime conditio 
humani generis expiatur, dum a 
quatuor mundi partibus ad hanc 
homo religionem crediturus adduci- 
tur; quatuor elementis formatus, 
propter transgressionem Decalogi 
uater decies convenienter affligitur : 
illi, ausu temerario bec omnia con- 
temnentes, voracitatis ingluviem non 
frenant, et, quod pejus est, Pascha- 


lia festa illicitorum esuum precep- 
tione (al. perceptione] profanant. 
Quibus ex hoc adeo acerrime inter- 
dicitur, ut quisquis absque inevita- 
bili necessitate, atque fragilitatis evi- 
denti languore, seu etiam etatis im- 
possibilitate, diebus Quadragesime 
esum carnium presumpserit atten- 
tare, non solum reus erit resurrecti- 
onis Dominice, verum etiam alienus 
ab ejusdem diei sancta communione. 
Et hoc illi cumuletur ad peenam, ut 
ipsius anni tempore ab omni esu 
carnium abstineat gulam: quia sa- 
cris diebus abstinentic oblitus est 
disciplinam. Illi vero, quos aut etas 
incurvat, aut languor extenuat, aut 
necessitas arctat, non ante prohibita 
violare preesumant, quam a sacer- 
dote permissum accipiant. 

76 |See the note of Bintus at the 
end of the fifty canons given by 
Labbe and Cossart in their Edition. 
(CC. t.1. p.53-) Horum 50. priores 
tantum, &c.—Also Bp. Beveridge’s 
Judicium de Numero et Auctoritate 
Canonum Apostolicorum, in Cotele- 
rius, (Amstel. 1724. t. I. p. 432.) 
8. 2. ad numerum attinet, &c. 


ED 

7. 5. c. 18. (v. 1. p. 233. 38-) 
Otrds eorw 6 dBatas Avoes yapey, 
6 wnoteias vopoberncas. 
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also thought she had a rule for fasting two days before Easter : 
and Tertullian 7* also in vindication of Montanus tells the Ca- 
tholics, which they themselves did not deny, ‘ that their bishops 
were used to appoint fasts upon necessary occasions of the 
Church.’ Therefore this could not be the dispute then, whether 
fasting might be imposed by a law: but the Montanists said, 
beside the fast of Lent observed by the Catholics, there were 
other fasts imposed by the Spirit under the ministry and reve- 
lation of the will of God made to Montanus. For the Monta- 
nists kept three Lents in the year’9, each of these two weeks, 
and that upon dry meats in perfect abstinence from flesh; and 
these also as necessary to be observed as injunctions of the 
Spirit by the new revelation made to Montanus, which they 
preferred before the writings of the Apostles, and said these 
laws were to be observed for ever. Which is the reason why 
the Montanists in the time of Sozomen kept their ante-paschal 
fast still confined to two weeks, when the Catholics fasted a 
much longer space. For, as a learned person ®° observes, 
‘those great fasters would hardly have been left behind, had 
not those two weeks been the space determined them by their 
prophet, and they obliged to keep punctually to all his institu- 
tions.’ This then was the great dispute between the Catholics 
and the Montanists, Whether the Spirit had appointed these 
fasts ? which the Montanists asserted and the Catholics de 
nied. And therefore, though the Church augmented her fast 
from two days to forty, yet still she did it with a great deal of 
liberty reserved to every particular Church, and every parti- 
cular Church in a great measure left all her members to judge 
of their own abilities by Christian prudence and discretion ; 
exhorting men to fast, but imposing rigidly upon none more 


478 De Jejun. c. 13. (p. 551 c.) 
Bene autem, quod et episcopi uni- 
verse plebi mandare jejunia asso- 
lent, non dico de industria stipium 
conferendarum, ut vestre capturz 
est, sed interdum et ex aliqua soli- 
citudinis ecclesiasticz causa. 

“9 Ep. 54. (al. 41.] ad Marcellam. 
(t. 1. p. 187 a.) Nos unam Quadra- 
gesimam .... jejunaimus, illt [ Mon- 
tanistz] tres in anno faciunt Qua- 
dragesimas.—In Hag. c. 1. (t. 6. 
p. 750 a.) Qui tribus Quadragesimis 


per annum jejunantes, et £npoda- 
yios humiliantes animam suan, &c. 
—Tertul. de Jejun. c. 15. (p. 552¢.) 
Quantula est enim apud nos inter- 
dictio ciborum! Duas in anno heb- 
domadas xerophagiarum, nec totas, 
exceptis scilicet Sabbatis et Domi- 
nicis, offerimus Deo; abstinentes 
ab eis, qu non rejicimus, sed [non] 
differimus. ; 

*0 Bishop Hooper: Discourse of 
Lent, part. 1. ch. 4. n. f. 2. (p. 65.) 
In Sozomen's time, &c. 
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than they were able and willing to bear, nor enforcing it under 
pain of ecclesiastical censure. 

16. The manner of observing Lent, among those that were re — 
piously disposed to observe it, was to abstain from all food till EWA . eee 
evening. For anciently a change of diet was not reckoned a fect aaa 
fast ; but it consisted in a perfect abstinence from all sustenance all food 
for the whole day till evening. And in this the Lent fast rata A 
differed from the semijejunia, or half-fasts of the ordinary 
stationary days, as we shall see hereafter, [in the next section]. 
St. Ambrose, speaking of the Lent fast ®', says, ‘it was a total 
abstinence every day throughout the whole season, except on 
the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day.’ And in another place *, 
exhorting men to observe the Lent fast, he bids them ‘ defer 
eating a little; the end of the day is not far off.’ So Chry- 
sostom frequently in his Lent Sermons ®? speaks of the same 
circumstance : ‘ Let us set a guard upon our ears, our tongues, 
and minds, and not think that bare fasting till the evening 1s 
sufficient for our salvation.’ ‘ What profit * is it to fast, and 
eat nothing all the day, if you give yourself to playing at dice, 
and other vain pastimes, and spend the whole day many times 
in perjuries and blasphennes?’ ‘ The true fast ®° is abstinence ; 


—. eee ee ws _ _ 


81 De Elia et Jejun. c. 10. (t. 1. *: 95 Hom. 8. in Gen. p. 79. (ibid. 
p.545 b. n. 34.) Quadragesima totis p. Ose.)... Kal raca jyay 9 dporris 
reter Sabbatum et Dominicam je- ¢orw rept ris card Wuxiv owrnpias, 
junatur diebus. nat Grws SuinOeinuey ta oKipTnpara 
&2 In Ps. 118. v.62. Serm. 8. (t.1. ris gwapKos xa\wooavres The adnberny 
p- 1073 e. n. 48) Differ aliquantu- ynoreiay emBei£ac Gat, A€éywo OF thy 
um; non longe finis est diei. TOY Kak@y aroyny’ ToUTO yap ynoTeia. 
83 Hom. 4. in Gen. t. 2. p. 37. Kal yap 7 Bpwpdrey aroxn dia rovro 
(t. 4. p. 29 c.) Th» 8€ Stdvocay mat- mapeiAntrat, iva roy révoy THs capKds 
Sevoper pundey mpoierbar trav BraBe- Xadiwdon, cai edynoy jpay rov inmoy 
pov’ adda xdy eEwber 11 érecahepn- épyaonra. Toy ynorevovra padiora 
Tat TowoUTO, Ta’Ta ws mepirta Kal mavTwv mpoonKkes Tov Gupoy yadtwouy, 
Bradrrew duvdpeva [al. rotro as me- mpadrnta meradedoOat Kai émeixet- 
perrov xai Brdarrey Suvdpevoy] dro- ay, cuvrerpippevny exew Thy xapsiay, 
ceiecOar, nav evdobev rixryta, ra- toy émOupuiov trav aronoy e€opifey 
xéws avra [al. ard] Guyadevey rp ras évOvunoes, mpd épOaruav Aap- 
evoeBes Acyiop@, Kal pr voui{oper Bavoyra rdv axoiunroy (al. éxeivov] 
THY aovriay pdvov Thy ucxpt THs €omé- dOadrpdy, Kai +d KpiTnpiov Td dde- 
pas dpxety nuiy mpos owrnpiay. KacTOV, xpnuadrov Kpeirrova yive- 
Hom. 6. in Gen. p. 60. (ibid. oOa:, rept ryv éXennooimy moAdny 

p. 48 a.) Ti yap dderos, elré por, rhv Bayirecay emdeixvveba, macay 
THs ynoteias, Gray dovros pey Sinue- Kaxiay thy Tept rdv wAnoiov éx Tihs 
pens, xuBos dé éaurdv éxdidqs, cal wWuyis dmedauvey. Avrn adnOns 7 
aAvapiats avovyrots, woANadxis 8€ Kai woreia..... Tavrny aoxnowpev, Kai 
emoprias cai Braodnpias magavy py amdas Kata rovs ToAXOvs vopilw- 
dyadXwons Ty nuepay ; pev, ev ToUT@ Ta THS wnoTeias Nyiy 
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from vices. For abstinence from meat was appointed upon 
this occasion, that we should curb the tone of our flesh, and 
make the horse obedient to his rider. He that fasts ought 
above all things to bridle his anger, to learn meekness and 
clemency, to have a contrite heart, to banish the thoughts of 
all inordinate desires, to set the watchful eye of God before his 
eyes, and his uncorrupted judgment; to set himself above 
riches, and exercise great liberality in giving of alms, and to 
expel every evil thought against his neighbour out of his soul. 
This is the true fast. Therefore let this be our care: and let 
us not imagine, as many do, that we have fasted rightly when 
we have abstained from eating until evening. This is not the 
thing required of us; but that, together with our abstinence 
from meat, we should abstain from those things that hurt the 
soul, and diligently exercise ourselves in things of a spiritual 
nature.’ Bellarmin himself ®* shows the same out of St. Ba- 
sil 8° and other ancient writers, who speak always of the Lent 
fast as a perfect abstinence from all food till evening. And it is 
very remarkable by what he cites out of Micrologus, Gratian, 
and St. Bernard, that this custom continued till the twelfth 
century even in the practice of the Romish Church. 
17. Whence it were easy to conclude, that the pretence of 
pluie oda Keeping Lent only by change of diet from flesh to fish, or a 
proper fast more delicious food which allows men the use of wine and 
Selene, other delicacies, is but a mock fast and a mere innovation, 
Lsclgadtinstf utterly unknown to the Ancients, whose Lent fast was a strict 
evening. and rigorous abstinence from all food till the evening. Their 
refreshment was only a supper, and not a dinner of any kind: 
and then it was indifferent, whether it was flesh or any other 
food, provided it was used, as became the refreshment of a fast, 
with sobriety and moderation. Thev generally indeed ab- 
stained from flesh, and wine, and fish, and all other delicacies 
at this season: but yet there was no such universal rule or 


Change of 


mepropiver Oat, €ay pexpt THs €omepas 
Gotroe Stapeivwpev. Ov rovrd eort 
TO (nroupevoy, add’ iva peta THs TeV 
Bpwparwy aroyns cal thy amoyny Tov 
Brtarrovray eniderLaueba, cat rept 
THY TOV TvEevpaTik@y epyagiay wOAANY 
omovdny roncopeba. 

® De Bonis Operibus, 1. 2. c. 2. 


(t. 4. p. 1208 a.) Sanctus Basilius 
Oratione prima de Jejunio, de Qua- 
dragesima loquens, Exspectas, in- 
quit, vesperam, ut cibum capias. 

* Hom. 1. de Jejun. (t. 2. part. 1. 
p. 12 b. n. 10.) Tay €omépay avapei- 
vets eis peraddnyiv, ddAa damravas THY 
nuépay eis Otxagtnpia. 
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custom in this matter, but that when men had fasted all the 
day, they were allowed to refresh themselves with a moderate 
supper upon flesh or any other food without distinction. 

This appears from the observation which Socrates ®* makes 
upon the different manner of fasting in Lent: ‘Some,’ says 
he, ‘abstain from all kind of living creatures; others abstain 
from all fish; others eat fowls as well as fish, saying, that 
according to Moses they come of the water; others abstain 
from fruits and eggs; others eat only dry bread; and others 
even not so much as that.’ Yet the greatest ascetics made no 
scruple to eat flesh in Lent when a just occasion required it. 
Sozomen °9 tells a remarkable story of Spyridion, bishop of 
Trimythus in Cyprus, ‘ that a stranger once happening to call 
upon him in his travels in Lent, he having nothing in his 
house but a piece of pork, ordered that to be dressed and 
set before him: but the stranger refusing to eat flesh, saying 
he was a Christian, Spyridion replied, For that very reason 
thou oughtest not to refuse it; for the word of God has pro- 
nounced all things clean to them that are clean.’ 

Eusebius ® tells a like story of one Alcibiades, a martyr, 
who, ‘ being a great ascetic, had used to abstain from flesh all 
his life, and live only upon bread and water; which course of 
life he continued even in prison: but it was revealed to Atta- 
lus, one of his fellow-prisoners, that Alcibiades did not well to 
refuse using the creatures oi God, and thereby give scandal to 


88 L. 5. c. 22. See before, 8. 3. rav xpedv fobte, xal rov dvbpa ma- 
p. 386. n.1 pexade: abroy pipeto Oar’ maparoupe- 
8 L. 1. c. it. (v. 2. P. 24. To.) vov 3€, A€yorra Xproriavdy éavroy, 


"H8n ris Teooapaxoorijs évordons, 
K€ Tes mpos aurov é& G8ourropias, ¢ ey 
ais eideBet pera Téy otxeccy émiouv- 
arrrety TY wyoreiav, Kai els parny 
7 pay yeverOa, dowros ras éy peo 
dtapevaw’ iBav 3é rov Eévoy pada 
kexpnkdra, " Aye 87, mpds ™my Gr-ya- 
Tépa ép7, 6 Omws Tov avdpos Tous mdas 
vivyns, kai hayeiv avrp mapabes’ ¢i- 
movons d¢ Ths mapOévov, Bn re dprov 
elvas, pyre aa wepttTn yap 7 
rourey mapacKeun ded ry ynoreiay" 
defduevos mpdrepoy cat ony 
airnoas, éxéhevoe ry Ovyarpi, xpéa 
vela, dwep € éruxe 7H] ry oixig reraptyev- 
péva, eye’ énel de AYWnro, xabicas 
dua atr@ tov fevov, mapareOevrov 


Tavrp padQov, épn, ov mapatrnréoy’ 
mavra yap KxaOapa trois xaBapois 6 
Getos amednvaro Adyos. 

9 L. 5. C. 3. (v. 1. p. 212. 28.) 
*AAxiBiadou yap trios é& alta, mayy 
avypnpov Bioivros Bioy, cal pnderds 
Ghos Td mpdrepov peradapBavorros, 
aAX’ 7 dprp wdvp Kai vdare Xpopevon, 
Tetpa@pevou te cal ev TH elperh our@ 
didyeu, “Arrade pera Tov mpérrov 
dyava, by ey ? dudBedrpe i iyvoey, 
drrexahupén, 6 ire HI) Kahos Trovoin 6 
“AAKiBiadns rr) xpdpevos Tois Krig- 
pact Tov OQeov, xai Aos  TuTroy 
aoxavdddov wtmoAandpuevos’ recobels 
d¢ "Adnifuddns, wdvyrey dvednv pe- 
reAduBave, xai nixapiore rp Ceg. 
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others. Upon which admonition Alcibiades changed his man- 
ner of living, and began to use all meats indifferently with 
thanksgiving.’ By this it appears that the eating or not eat- 
ing of flesh was a thing indifferent to them at all times, and 
that they made no scruple to eat flesh even in Lent upon 
@ necessary occasion, without any prejudice to their rules of 
fasting. But the thing they chiefly guarded against was 
luxury, and pampering the body under pretence of fasting. 

St. Austin makes a smart reflection in one of his Sermons” 
upon such pretenders as these. ‘There are some observers of 
Lent,’ says he, ‘that study deliciousness more than religion, 
and seek out new pleasures for the belly, more than how to 
chastise the concupiscence of the old man; who by costly and 
plentiful provisions strive to outdo the varieties and tastes of 
the several fruits of the earth. They are afraid of any vessels 
in which flesh has been boiled, as if they were unclean; and 
yet in their own flesh fear not the luxury of the throat and 
the belly. These men fast, not to diminish their wonted 
voracity by temperance, but by deferring a meal to increase 
their immoderate greediness. For when the time of refresh- 
ment comes, they rush to their plentiful tables as beasts to 
their mangers, and stuff their bellies with great variety of 
artificial and strange sauces, taking in more by devouring than 
they are able to digest again by fasting. There are some like- 
wise who drink no wine, that they may provide themselves 
other more agreeable liquors to gratify their taste rather than 
set forward their salvation: as if Lent were intended, not for 


91 Serm. 74. de Divers. t. ro. p. tem. Nam ubi tempus reficiendi 


550. (al. Serm. 210. c. 8.] (t. 5. p. 
931 e, f.) Sunt quidam observatores 
Quadragesime, deliciosi potius quam 
religiosi, exquirentes novas suavita- 
tes magis quam veteres concupiscen- 
tias castigantes ; qui copiosis pretio- 
sisque apparatibus fructuum diver- 
sorum, quorumlibet obsoniorum va- 
rietates et sapores superare conten- 
dunt: vasa, in quibus cocte sunt 
carnes, tanquam immunda formi- 
dant, et in sua carne ventris et gut- 
turis luxuriam non formidant: je- 
junant, non ut solitam temperando 
minuant edacitatem, sed ut immo- 
deratam differendo augeant avidita- 


advenerit, opimis mensis, tanquam 
pecora preesepibus, irruunt; nume- 
rosioribus ferculis corda obruunt, 
ventresque distendunt ; artificiosis 
et peregrinis condimentorum diver- 
sitatibus gulam, ne vel copia com- 
pescatur, irritant. Denique tantum 
capiunt manducando, quantum di- 

erere non sufficiant jejunando. 

unt etiam qui vinum ita non bi- 
bunt, ut aliorum expressione pomo- 
rum alios sibi liquores, non salutis 
causa, sed jucunditatis, exquirant: 
tanquam non sit Quadragesima 
piz humilitatis observatio, sed novx 
voluptatis occasio. 


¢ 
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the observation of a pious humiliation, but as an occasion of 
seeking out new pleasures.’ They did not think commutation 
of diet a proper fast, if the abstinence of the day was spoiled 
by any immoderate indulgence of an evening banquet: much 
less did they esteem it a fast to dine upon delicacies, and use a 
mere abstinence from flesh without deferring the time of their 
ordinary meal till evening; but they abstained all the day 
from food of any kind, and then contented themselves with a 
sober and plain refreshment in the close of it, without any 
scrupulous nicety about the kind of their food, so long as they 
used it only with temperance and moderation. 

18. And what they thus spared from their own bodies in What they 
abridging them of a meal, they that were piously disposed np 
bestowed upon the bellies of the poor. This we learn from spent in 
one of the Homilies of Cesarius Arelatensis, or whoever was finely bat 
the author of it, under the name of St. Austin 9. ‘ Before all bestowed 
things,’ says he, ‘on our fasting days, what we were used to ican lic 
spend upon a dinner let us bestow upon the poor, that no one 
concern himself about providing a sumptuous supper, or an 
exquisite and delicious feast, and seem rather to have changed 
the diet of his body than diminished any thing in the quantity 
of it. There is no profit in keeping a long fast all the day, if 
afterward a man overwhelm his soul either with the delicacy 
of his meat or the abundance of it. That which is gained by 
the fast at dinner ought not to be turned into a feast at supper, 
but be expended on the bellies of the poor.’ ‘Projficiat elee- 
mosynis, quod non expenditur mensis,’ says Leo; ‘that which 
is not expended upon our tables should be laid out in alma, 
and then it will bring us in great gain.’ Origen % says he 
found it in some book as a noted saying of the Apostles, 


92 Serm. 56. de Temp. t. 10. p. 
252. (al. Append. Serm. 141.] (t. 5. 
append. 251 a.) Ante omnia in die- 
bus jejuniorum, quod solebamus 
prandere, pauperibus erogemus ; ne 
forte aliquis sibi sumptuosas ccenas 
et exquisitis saponibus epulas stu- 
deat preeparare, et corpori suo magis 
commutasse quam subtraxisse cibo- 
rum abundantiam videatur. Nihil 

rodest tota die longum duxisse je- 
junium, si postea ciborum suavitate 
vel nimietate anima obruatur. 


% Serm. 3. [al. 80.] de Jejun. 
Pentecost. (t. 1. p. 319.) .... Ita ut 
proficiat eleemosynis, quod non im- 
penditur mensis. Tunc enim de- 
mum ad anime curationem proficit 
medicina jejunil, cum abstinentia 
jejunantis esuriem reficit indigentis. 

94 Hom. ro. in Levit. (t. 2. p. 
246 a.) Beatus est qui etiam jejunat 

o eo, ut alat pauperem. Hujus 
jejunium valde acceptum est apud 
Deum. 
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‘Blessed is he who fasts for this end, that he may feed the 
poor! This inan’s fast is acceptable unto God.’ ‘ Mercy and 
piety,’ as Chrysologus®> words it, ‘are the wings of fasting, by 
which it mounts up to heaven, without which it lies dead upon 
the earth. Therefore when we fast let us lay up our dinner 
in the hands of the poor, that the hands of the poor may pre- 
serve for us what our bellies would destroy. The hand of the 
poor is the treasury of Christ: fasting without mercy is but 
an image of famine: fasting without works of piety is only an 
occasion of covetousness; because by such sparing, what is 
taken from the body only swells in the purse.’ 

19. Therefore Lent was thought the proper season for exer- 
cising more abundantly all sorts of charity. ‘Let us spend 
those vacant hours,’ says Cexsarius or St. Austin %, ‘ which we 
were uscd to lavish away without any benefit to our souls, now 
in visiting the sick, in searching the prisons, in entertaining 
strangers, in reconciling those that are at variance with one 
another.’ This was required of those more especially who pre- 
tended bodily infirmity, that they could not fast, as we have 
heard before 9% out of St. Chrysostom: ‘Thou canst not fast by 
reason of the weakness of thy body: but why art thou not re 
conciled to thy enemy? Canst thou pretend bodily infirmity 
here? If thou retainest hatred and envy, what apology canst 
thou make? In such crimes as these thou canst not take 
sanctuary in bodily weakness. He that cannot fast, let him 
give the more plentiful alms, let him be reconciled to his 
enemies, let lum forget injuries, and cast all thoughts of 
revenge out of his mind.’ This was a time when men ex- 
pected mercy and pardon from God, and therefore it was the 


XXI. 


% Serm. 8. de Jejun. (p. 13.) 
Misericordia et pietas jejunii sunt 
alee, per quas tollitur et portatur ad 
celum, sine quibus jacet et volu- 
tatur in terra. Jejunium sine mise- 
ricordia simulacrum famis est, imago 
nulla est sanctitatis, sine pietate je- 
junium occasio est avaritie ... quia 
parcitas ista quantum siccatur in 
corpore, tantum tumescit in sacculo 
Jejunantes ergo fratres pran- 
dium nostrum reponamus in manu 
pel quod venter nobis 

erat perditurus .... Manus pau- 


peris est gazophylacium Christi : 
quia quicquid pauper accipit Chris- 
tus acceptat. 

% Hom. 56. de Temp. t. 10. p. 
252. (ut supr. p. 251 a.) Horarum 
spatiis, in quibus solebamus cum 
damno anime detiner}, visitentur 
infirmi, requirantur in carcere cop- 
stituti, peregrini suscipiantur, et 
discordes ad concordiam revocen- 
tur. 

97 See before, s. 14. nn. 7o and 
71, preceding. 
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more reasonable they should be more eminent in the exercise 
of mercy toward their brethren. Upon this account the im- 
perial laws forbad all prosecution of men in criminal actions, 
which might bring them to corporal punishment and torture, 
during the whole season. Theodosius the Great made two 
laws to this purpose: ‘ In the forty days 98, which by the laws 
of religion are solemnly observed before Easter, let the ex- 
amination and hearing of all criminal questions be superseded:’ 
and, ‘In the holy days of Lent,99, let there be no punishments 
of the body when we expect the absolution of our souls.’ St. 
Ambrose mentions! a like answer given by Valentinian the 
Younger in the case of some rich noblemen, who were pro- 
secuted in a criminal cause before the provost of the city, who 
inclined to give a speedy sentence against them: but the 
emperor sent him an inhibition, forbidding any sentence of 
blood to be pronounced during the holy season. Nor was 
there any exception made to this rule, but only in the case of 
the Isaurian robbers, whose practices were so very dangerous 
to the common safety, that Theodosius Junior thought it 
proper to allow their examination by scourging and the rack 
at any time, not excepting any day in Lent or the Easter- 
festival?, because it was greater charity to discover their 
wicked counsels and conspiracies, to preserve the life and 
safety of other innocent men, than to grant any reprieve or 
respite to such criminals upon the account of the holy season. 
So that mercy and charity was still the thing in view, as most 
proper to be showed to the bodies of men at such a season, 
when all expected, by their fasting and repentance, ‘to obtain 
absolution of their souls from the hands of God,’ as one of the 
forementioned laws elegantly words it. 


% Cod. Theod. 1.9. tit. 35. de 
Queestionibus, leg. 4. (t. 3. p. 252-) 
Quadraginta diebus, qui auspicio 
cerimoniarum Paschale tempus an- 
ticipant, omnis cognitio inhibeatur 
criminalium questionum. 

% Ibid. leg. g. (p. 253.) Sacratis 
Quadragesime diebus nulla suppli- 
cia sint corporis, quibus absolutio 
exspectatur animarum. 

' De Obit. Valentin. (t. 2. p. 1179 
c. n. 18.) Quid de pietate ejus lo- 
guar? qui, cum homines nobili ortos 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


genere et locupleti progapia, quae 
cito movere invidiam solet, regis 
cupiditatis accusator urgeret, pre- 
fectus insisteret, respondit, ut nihil 
cruentum sanctis presertim diebus 
statueretur. 

2 Ibid. leg. 7. (p. 255.) Provin- 
ciarum judices moneantur, ut in 
Isaurorum latronum questionibus 
nullum Quadragesimez, nec venera- 
bilem Pascharum diem existiment 
excipiendum, &c. 
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20. Lent was a time of more than ordinary strictness and 
devotion, and therefore in many of the great churches they 
had religious assemblies for prayer and preaching every day 
throughout the whole season. I cannot affirm that it was so in 
every parochial church and country village; but that it was so 
in the greater or cathedral churches, is evident from unde- 
niable proofs and matter of fact. Chrysostom’s Homilies on 
Genesis, and those famous ones of the Statues, called ’Avdpidv- 
tes, to the people of Antioch, were sermons preached after this 
manner day after day in the Lent season, as any one may be 
satisfied that looks but into them. I will only relate one single 
passage in one of these Homilies®, which will give any reader 
satisfaction. ‘This is not,’ says he, ‘the only thing that is re- 
quired, that we should meet here every day, and hear sermons 
continually, and fast the whole Lent: for if we gain nothing 
by these continual meetings and exhortations, and seasons of 
fasting, to the advantage of our souls, they will not only do us 
no good, but be the occasion of a severer condemnation. If 
after so much care and pains bestowed upon us, we continue 
the same; if the angry man does not become meek, and the 
passionate mild and gentle; if the envious does not reduce 
himself to a friendly temper, nor the covetous man depart from 
his madness and fury in the pursuit of riches, and give himself 


8 Hom. 11. in Gen. t. ii. p. 107. 6 dxdhagros raxppov yévorro, pnre o 
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(t. 4. p. 85 d.) Ovde yap Touro povov 
éori TO Garounevaue iva Kad’ éxdorny 
nuepav evtavOa mapaywopeba, Kat 
Tept TOY a’Tav TuVEXas axovwpey, 
Kat thy Teooapaxootny macav vn- 
orevovtes Oyev. Ei yap py pedAdotpev 
Tt xepdaivery ex THs evTavda auvexous 
eXevoews Te Kai Tapatvecews, Kat ATO 


_ TOU THS wgTEias Katpov mpoopepev 


Te TOV XPngipav eis TH éauTa@y yu- 
XY, TavTa ov pdvoy Npas ovdey we- 
Anges, aAda Kat peiCovos npiv xara- 
Kpivecws aoppy yevnoerat, oray TO- 
@avras emipedetas drrodavovtes, ol 
avtot Stapevwpev, cat pyre 6 op- 
yirtos émreeiKns yivgrat, pnre 6 Ov- 
podns eis ™pgornta peraBahdorto, 
parE 6 Bacxavos als prroppooumny 
éauTov éevaydyn, pire 6 mept Ta xpn- 
para peunvars, drooras TOU maous, 
pos eAenpoourny € éuvTov mapacKevdoy 
Kat thy Tay mevntwv Starpodiy, pyre 


wept THY Kevny rautny défayv errronpe- 
vos, paOn ravtns urrepopay, cai ™s 
adn Bous épierOat dons, pyre 6 rept 
THY ayamny THY mepi Tov mhyoiov pa- 
Oupos, S:avaornoas auroy, , madevon 
BN povov TOY TeAwveoy Hy) etvat éXar- 
Tov. "Eav yap dyamnanre Tous aya- 
wavTas ipas, pner, ri Wepiooov 
TOLELTE 5 ovxi Kat oi reA@vat Td avro 
mo.ovoww; GAA’ ¢ iva TapacKevaly avrou 
roy Aoyiopsr, Kat Tous exOpous 7 mpe- 
pas Opav, Kat wodAny meEpi avrous my 
ayarny emdetxvvcOa. Eav py Tou- 
TwY Tepryevoipeda tay mabey, kai TOV 
@wv Tay ey np TIKTOPEVOOY, ra 
éxaorny évravda Tapuyiwopevot, ral 
ouvexous axpoacews droavortes, Kai 
TogauTns b:dacxaAias peTexovres, Kai 
THY aro THs inoreias éxovres Bonde 
av, Tota nuiv €otat ovyyvapn, oie 
d€ arodoyia; 
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to almsdeeds and feeding the poor; if the intemperate man 
does not become chaste and sober, and the vain-glorious learn 
to despise false honour, and seek for that which is true; if he 
that is negligent of charity to his neighbour does not stir up 
himself, and endeavour not only not to come behind the pub- 
licans, who love those that love them, but also to look friendly 
upon his enemies, and exercise all acts of charity toward them; 
if we do not conquer these affections, and all others that spring 
up from our natural corruption, though we assemble here 
every day, and enjoy continual preaching and teaching, and 
have the assistance of fasting; what pardon can we expect, 
what apology shall we make for ourselves?’ By this it is plain, 
no day passed in Lent without a sermon to put men in mind 
of the great duties of Christianity, and reformation and re- 
pentance, which were more peculiar to the design of that holy 
season. 

21. They had also frequent communions at this time, at And fre 
least on every Sabbath and Lord’s-day. For though the festi- a oF 
vals of martyrs were not ordinarily to be celebrated in this especially 
time of humiliation, yet the Sabbath and the Lord’s-day were bath and 
kept as standing festivals even in Lent, as has been shown oo = 
before; and therefore on these days they offered the oblation 
of bread and wine in the eucharist, as at other seasons. But 
by a canon of the Council of Laodicea‘, this oblation seems 
confined to those two days; for it is prohibited to offer it upon 
any other: and that may seem to imply, that thero was no 
communion on any other days in Lent. But then it ma; be 
considered, that in the time of the Council of Trullo 5, there 
was a custom of communicating on other days in Lent upon 
the pre-sanctified elements, that is, such as had been conse- 
crated the Lord’s-day before. And if we can suppose this’ cus- 
tom to have been anciently in the Church, then nothing hinders 
but that they might have a daily communion in Lent, as well 
as a daily sermon; which seems most agreeable to the fervent 
piety of those primitive ages: but in a doubtful matter I will 
not be positive, seeing there is otherwise evidence enough for 


*C. 49. (t.1. p. 1505 a.) "Ore ob cats tis aylas Teooapaxooris Tap 
bet ey Teooapaxoory dproy mpog- yore Tmépats, mapextos TOU 2af- 
Hiner, ef ut) €v ZaBBare cai Kupiaxg Barov xai Kupiaxis, cat THs ayias Tov 

EvayyeAtopou jucpas, ywéobo 4 rév 

8 C. 52. (t.6. p.1166 e.) "Ev wd- mponyracpdvey lepd Acsroupyla. 


He2 
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frequent communion in Lent, by supposing it only to be admi- 
nistered on every Sabbath and Lord’sday. — 

22. For the further advancement of piety and encouragement 
of religious assemblies at this season, all public games and 


* stage-plays were utterly forbidden by the laws of the Church. 


Gothofred 6 thinks, the whole time of Lent is included in that 
famous law of Theodosius Junior, which prohibits all public 
games and shows on days of supplication, when the minds of 
Christians ought wholly to be employed in the worship of God. 
For though Lent be not expressly named in that law, yet it is 
comprised in the general name of ‘the days of supplication.’ 
And it is certain the Church was very solicitous to restrain men 
from these pleasures and diversions at this holy season. Gre- 
gory Nazianzen has a very sharp Epistle written to one of the 
judges’ upon this occasion, wherein he thus rebukes him: ‘ You 
that are a judge transgress the laws in not observing the fast; 
and how will you observe the laws of man, who transgress and 
despise the laws of God? Purge the judgment seat, lest one of 
these two things befall you, either to be really wicked, or to be 
thought so. To exhibit profane shows is to make yourself s 
spectacle. In a word, stand corrected, O Judge, and you will 
sin less for the future.’ St. Chrysostom, in his Lent Sermons, 
with equal zeal sets himself to chastise and correct this grand 
abuse of the holy season. He prefaces one of these Homilies® 
with this sharp invective against those that frequented the 
horse-races of the circus at this time. ‘When I consider,’ says 
he, ‘ how at one blast of the Devil ye have forgotten all my 
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6 In Cod. Theod. 1. 15. tit. 5. de 
Spectaculis, leg. 5. (t. 5. p. 354. 
col. sinistr.)... Dominico tantum 
die, etsi hunc primum nominet, 
verum omnibus festis supplicatio- 
numque Christianarum diebus spec- 
tacula edi vetat: in quibus certe je- 
juniorum dies nonnulli fuere, quibus 

roinde spectacula prohibita hac 
ege.—See before, b. 20. ch. 2. 8. 4. 
p- 248. n. 87. 

7 Ep. 71. al. 74. ad Celeusium. 
(t.1. p.830a.) Hapavopeis 6 dixacrhs 
ov morevar’ Kal mas duAdfes Tous 
avOpwrivous vdéuous, rous Oeious mept- 
Pporav; xaaipov cov rd d&ixaorn- 
prov, wa pry dvoiy év,  yivn Kaxds, 
youi(n’ rd mporiOéva Beas alcypas, 


dautdy ears Oearpifew’ xebadatoy rov 
Adyou, to xpwopevos 6 Sixacrris, ai 
HTToy apaprnoecs. 

8 Hom. 6. in Gen. t. 2. p. 4g. (t. 
4. p.39 Cc. p.40C.) BovAopat ris ovrn- 
Gous GacOa d:dacxaXias, cai oxva, 
cat avadvopat’ vedos yap déupias 
ered Oov cuvexee Kai cuverapaké pov 
Tov Aoy:opdy’ paddov S€ ove abupias 
pdvov, GAAd Kal Gupov, cal ov« oid, 
6, Tt mpatw* arropia yp KaTéxes THY 
Sidvorav. “Oray yap evvonoe, Ort, pl- 
Kpov mvevoavros tov AvaBdXou, macay 
Nay exeiwny thy cuvexn SidacKaXiay, 
cat thy Ka@npepwny trapaiverw Ann 
napaddyres, eis THY TaTaMiwny Tommy 
éxeivny Gravres SeSpaunnare, ryv is- 
modpouiay xatradaSdvres’ aroig mpo- 
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daily admonitions and continued discourses, and run to that 
pomp of Satan, the horse-race in the circus, with what heart 
can I think of preaching to you again, who have so soon let slip 
all that I said before? This is what chiefly raises my grief, 
yea, my anger and indignation, that together with my admoni- 
tion ye have cast the reverence of this holy season of Lent out 
of your souls, and thrown yourselves into the nets of the Devil. 
What profit is there in your fasting? What advantage in your 
meeting together so often in this place?’ He pursues the same 
argument in the next Discourse, dissuading them in a very pa- 
thetical way to waive this unseasonable practice: ‘ Subdue, I be- 
seech you, this wicked and pernicious custom, and consider, 
that they, who run to the circus, not only do much harm to 
themselves, but are the occasion of great scandal to others. 
For when the Jews and Gentiles see you, who are every day 
at church to hear a sermon, come notwithstanding to the horse- 
race, and join with them in the circus, will they not reckon our 
- religion a cheat, and entertain the same suspicion of us all? 
They will sharpen their tongues against us all, and for the 
offence of a few condemn the whole body of Christians. Nei- 
ther will they stop here, but rail at our head, and for the ser- 


buyin Suyvnoopas wdAw Thy mpos w tpas yediay map atrov yevérOa, xai tov 


rowoac Oa 8:dacKaXiay, Tay algae 
poy ovres adbpdéov Stappuevray ; nes 
THs woreias Spedos, ciwé por; ti THs 
€vravda cuveXevoews TO KEpoos ; 
® Hom. 7. p. 61. itt o 49 b.) 
Thy and Ths padupias mpoorpiBet- 
aay vy xndida drovivacbe, meptye- 
yopevos THS axaipov ovrnGeias Kal em- 
BaAaBous, cai Acywrdpevoe, @S OU TOUTO 
pdvoy €ori rd Secvov, Gre éavrois Troh~ 
Any thy BAdBnv mpoorpiBovrat oi av- 
rd0t Trapayevdouevor” GAX’ Gre kal Troh- 
dois érépots gxavddhou indbects yi- 
vovras. "Oray yap iBwow “EAAqves 
xai "Tovdaiot Tov ep éxaorns nuépas 
els Thy éxxdyoiav dinpepevorra, ral 
ourexous aroXavorra 8idacxaXias a a- 
Opéov éxei pawdpevor, ral per’ auToy 
ouppupopevoy, Tas ou vopicovaww 
andrny elvat Ta _mperepa, kat trept 
wdvroy Tay Tap npiy ry auriy uné- 
Anyu é£ovow ; 3; “H ovx axoves rov 
paxapiou TlavAou TapawwouvTos Aap- 
™pa ™ Povn xat cupSovdevoyros, ” A- 
Mpoc Korot yivee ; 3 etra va pn vopi- 
ons Tepi rey olxeiwy pdvoy THy Tapay- 


a» 
“Oray ovv téwoi Tivas ev a 


pel Ov TeTaypevey, wpooeOnxev, 
Kai "Iovdaios wat “EAAnoe’ wai rére 
aye, Kat ™m exx\noig tov Geov' 
ovder yap oure Aupaiverat ral Bdarret 
my Opnoxeiay Tv nperepay, os rd 
Tots amiaras AaBynv tia sbi ad 
tae 
Adprovras map’ nuiv, kal modAny Tey 
Brorixav Urepowiav Trovoupéevovs, of 
pev avrayv xai aronviyovras . . €K= 
myrropevot, ort THs aurijs picews 
dyres ov Ta ara adrois petiaoy. 'A- 
pérAec errecdav Gedowvrai Tiva pixpay 
pa@dupiay Rpoc-yevouerny, evdews THY 
yAa@rray akovovoet kara TdvTwy spov, 
kat amd THs Tov évds padupias Kara 
twayros Tov TOY X proriavev €Ovous Ta 
aura Ynhifovrat. Kai ovdé MEXps 
Tovrov toravrat, GAA’ evbéws Kata THs 
éavrav xepadns pbeyyopevor, dca rh 
trav Bovrwy pabvpiay Kai rov Kotvdy 
Acondérny Bracdnpeiv roApaor, Kal 
vonifovet 77S | olxeias mhavns mapa- 
wéeragyua avrois yiverOar thy érépey 


peOupiay. 


hands, but with almsdeeds, humanity, virtue, fasting, tears, 
prayers, fastings, watchings, and all kinds of piety, which they 
offer to Christ their Lord. And not only we, but the emperors 
of the world, honour this week, making it a time of vacation 
from all civil business, that the magistrates, being at liberty 
from business of the law, may spend all these days in spiritual 
seryice. Let the doors of the courts, say they, now be shut 
up: let all disputes and all kinds of contention and punishment 
cease, let the executioner’s hands rest a little : common bless- 
ings are wrought for us all by our common Lord, let some 
good be done by us his servants. Nor is this the only honour 
they show to this week, but they do one thing more no less 
considerable. The imperial letters are sent abroad at this time, 
commanding all prisoners to be set at liberty from their chains. 
For as our Lord, when he descended into hell, set free those 
that were detained by death; so the servants, according to 
their power imitating the kindness of their Lord, loose men 
from their corporal bonds, when they have no power to relax 
the spiritual.’ All this is repeated by Chrysostom in another 
of his Lent Sermons!3 much in the same words, which there- 
fore it is needless to recite at length in this place: but it will 
not be improper to review the particulars, and confirm them 
by parallel passages of other writers. 

— It is evident the strict observation of this week was in use in 


Koupevns amaons pupiavdpo mavrobev 
€xxAnoiat é£€pyovrat amavracat tH 
"Inoov, od Baia howixwv caréxovca 
Kat émiceioveat, GAA’ €Aennoourny, 
Kat giAavOpwriayv, nal aperny, Kai 
moteiav, kai Saxpva, kal evyas, Kar 
aypumvias, kai nacay evAdBeav rpoo- 
Pepovera t@ Aecondtn Xpiot@. Ovx 
npeis O€ povoy ravtTny Tiw@pev THY 
€B8ouada, dAdXa cai of Bactdreis THs 
xaQ” nuas oixoupevns, ovy ws Ervyer, 
QUTHY TeTinkagw, exexetpiay Tact 
Odvres Tois Ta Kowa Tav TOAEwY 
Mpatrovot mpaypara, iva THs exeibev 
admoNavoavres oyoAns ras npepas 
Tavtas dmdoas TH TvevpaTiKh mpocé- 
xwot Oepameia. Ata rovTo xat Tay 
Stxarrypiov Tas Gupas dméxNeray" 
Apyeiro, dnoi, maca auduoBnrnoes 
kai payns el8os Kai riwpias’ avatrav- 


odaOwoav puixpdyv rav Snpior ai yei- 
pes’ Kowa Ta xaropOdpara rov Aec- 
wérou yeyove’ yeverOe 8n rs Kai rap 
nua@v trav Sovlwy ayaBév. Ov ravrTy 
8€ pdvoy avTny rertunxagt TH oTovd] 
Kai Tin, GAAG Kat érépa ovK eAarror 
raurys’ BaciAixa karaméputrovras ypap- 
para Aeyorra, rovs TO Beopwrnpiov 
oixouvras adierOar trav Seopav’ xa- 
Oarep yap 6 Aeonérns npay, ev adtov 
yevdpevos, TOUS KaTEXoMevous Umd TOU 
Qavarov mdytas amedvcev, ovta 37 
cai of 80vA0, ra xara Svvapuy eiode- 
povres, kat Ty AeorroriKny pipovuperos 
diravOporiay, Serpav arodvovc. TaP 
aic6nrav, eredn Tay vontay ovK ic- 
xvovor. 

18 Hom. 30. in Gen. t. 2. p. 426. 
(t. 4. p. 294 d.) Kat yap xai oi Baov- 


Aets, KT. A. 
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the time of Dionysius, bishop of Alexandria, who was scholar to 
Origen, though with some difference according to men’s ability 
or zeal, in observing it: for he thus speaks of it in his Canonical 
Epistle'4: ‘Some make a superposition of the whole six days, 
continuing all the time without eating ; some add two days to- 
gether, some three, some four, and some not one. Now to those 
who have borne such superpositions, continuing without suste- 
nante, and grow unable to hold out, and are ready to faint, to 
them leave is to be given for an earlier refreshment. But if 
there be any who have been so far from superponing the pre- 
ceding days, that they have not so much as kept a common 
fast, but it may be have feasted on them, and then coming to 
the two last days, Friday and the Saturday, have kept a fast 
of superposition on them, and think they do a great thing 
if they hold out till break of day: I cannot think these have 
striven equally with those who have been engaged in the exer- 
cise more days before.’ 

25. It is plain from hence, that in this great week many what’ 
people made an addition to the common way of fasting. For raya 
whereas in the foregoing part of Lent they took some re- called in 
freshment every evening, and never fasted on the Sabbath ; "7s #4 
now they not only fasted on the Sabbath in this week, but ‘tones, su- 
added to it, some one day, some two, some three, some four, or addition 
some five days, which they: passed in perfect abstinence, eating re pa 
nothing all this week till the morning of the resurrection. This 
kind of fasting the Greeks call iwepOécets, and the Latins su- 
perpositiones, superpository or additional fasts. Dionysius in 
the place last mentioned uses the name taepriOéuevor, for those 
that passed the whole six days fasting. And Epiphanius’s, 
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14 C. 1. ap. Bevereg. Pandect. 
t. 2. part. 1. p.ga. (CC. t. 1. p. 
836 a.) "Emel unde ras éf rev vyo- 
Tevay Nuepas Iows pndé duoiws mavres 
Stapévovow" GAN’ of pev xal mdcas 
trepridéaow doirot dtiaredovvres, of 
8€ duo, of 8é rpeis, of 8€ réccapas, of 
8€ obSepniay’ cai rois pév ravu dcaro- 
mbciow év rais timepbéceow, eira 
Groxapovor Kai povovov éxXeirovat, 
ovyyvapn tis rayuTépas yevoews, El 
8€ ries ov Srws trepriOepevot, dAAd 
unde vnorevoavres, f kai rpupnoavres 
ras mpoayovoas réacapas, era €A- 


Odvres ert ras reXevraias dvo xai pé- 
yas npépas, auras imepriOevres, thy 
re Ilapacxevyy cai rd Sa8Barov, peya 
Tt Kal Aapmrpdy srotety vouifovorw, dy 
péxps ris éwo Siapeivwow" ovK olpas 
tiv tony GbAnow avrovs meroinoba 
Tois Tas mAeiovas nuepas mponokn- 
Kéct. 

15 s. Fid. n. 23. (t. 1. p. 
1105 loos de i nuaees Tou sai 
ev &n ia SareXovos mavres o 
car cbnpsl Be apr, cal adi, cal vdare 
rére xpopevor mpds éomépay’ GANG 
rat of orovdator Sirdds xal rpirdds 
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speaking of the manner of observing the same six days, says, 
‘all the people kept them éy fnpogaylq, living on dry meats, 
namely, bread and salt and water, which they only used at 
evening: and they that were more zealous superadded two, 
three, and four days, and some the whole week, till cock-crow- 
ing on Sunday morning.’ Where we may observe two sorts of 
additions made to the common fast in this week above others: 
first, that they confined themselves to the use of dry meats 
only, which they did not generally in the former part of Lent; 
and, secondly, that they continued their fast for several days 
together without any sustenance, some passing over the whole 
six days in this rigorous way without any abatement. And so 
Epiphanius represents it in another place!®, where he speaks 
of the manner of observing the holy week of the Pasch: 
‘Some continued the whole week tmepriOépevor, making one 
continued fast of the whole; others eat after two days, and 
others every evening.” This was otherwise called émovramress, 
and jejunia conjungere et continuare, as we find in Sozomen 
and Tertullian. For Sozomen!’, speaking of Spyridion’s way 
of observing the great Paschal week, says, ‘at that time he 
was used with his whole family émovvdrrew rv vnorelay, to join 
one day of fasting to another, and only eat at a certain day, 
continuing without any food all the days between.’ And this 
in Tertullian’s phrase!* is jejunia conjungere, to join one day 
of fasting to another ; and Sabbatum continuare cum jejuniis 


Kat reTpatrAas tmeptibevrat, Kat OAnv 
THY éBdopada TIVES ax pt dX extpudveyv 
KAayyns, THs Kupiaxns pers 
—Conf. Constit. Apost. 1. 5. c. 18. 
[al. 17.] ( (Cotel. v. I. p. 322.) "Ey 
rais npepacs ovy Tou Ilacya ynorev- 
«Te, apy opevot aro Sevrepas peype 
T™Ss Tapackeuns, kat 2aBParov, e€ 
nuepas, pov@ Xpepevor apra, Kat aXl, 
Kat Aaxavors, Kal TOT@ b8are’ oivov 
de Kai Kpeay dréxeoOe ev Tavrats® 
nuepar yap elas mevOous, add ovx 
éoptns. Tv pev tot Tapackeuny cat 
78 ZaB83arov 6AdxAnpov vyorevoare, 
ols Suvapyis mpdaeort rotauTn, pndevos 
yevopevor pexpes ddexropopavias vu- 
KTOs. Ei d€ tis dduvaret ras dv0 cuv- 
amrrety Gpov, prracceabe cay ro 
2afBarov" Aéyet yap mov 6 Kuptos 
epi €avrov goa "Orav amap6n 


an’ auTay 6 vuphios, morevmovaw 
ev €xeivats Tais nuépats. *Ev ravras 
ovv npOn ad’ npav tnd Trav Yrevdaru- 
pov ‘lovdaiwy, Kat oraup@ mpoce- 
mayn, kal peta avopov edAoyicOn. 

6 Her. 29. Nazar. n. 5. (t. I. p. 
120 C.) "Os reves EBSouada rH ayiay 
trav Lacyev vrepriOepevoe Sceredour, 
Grote S€ dia Sv0 €oOiovres, GAAot bE 
cat xad’ éorrépay. 

7 Li1.ec. 9. 
p. 413: n. 89. 

e Patient. c. 13. (p. 147 ¢.) 
In primis afflictatio carnis, hostia 
Domino placatoria per humiliationis 
sacrificlum, cum sordes cum angus- 
tia victus Domino libat, contenta 
simplici pabulo puroque aque potu, 
cum jejunia conjungit, cum cineri et 
sacco inolescit. 


See before, s. 17. 
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Parasceues’?, to make Friday and Saturday in the Passion- 
week one continued fast. This was an exercise which many 
of those who followed the ascetic life used at other times: for 
Evagrius®°, speaking of the monks of Palestine, says, ‘ they ob- 
served ras xadoupévas trepbeaiyous, those called superpository 
fasts, continuing them for two or three days, and some for five 
days together.’ This in the Latin writers is called superpositio 
jejuni: as in the Fragment of Victorinus Petavionensis2!, pub- 
lished by Dr. Cave. where he speaks of the several sorts of 
fasts observed among Christians, some of which were only till 
the ninth hour, some till evening, and some with a superposi- 
tion or addition of one fasting-day to another. Though we 
must note, that superposition of a fast is not always taken in 
this sense, but sometimes denotes a new appointed fast of any 
kind, though it had nothing extraordinary but only the new- 
ness of the imposition in it, as we find in the Council of Eli- 
beris2?, of which more hereafter in its proper place, [in the 
sixth section of the next chapter. ] 

25*. Valesius2%, in his Notes upon Eusebius, speaks of three Of their 
kinds of fasts among them. The first called jeyunium none, mite 
abstinence. 
rum superpositiones per singulos 
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19 De aque c. 14. (p. 552 b.) 


Cur stationibus quartam et sextam 
sabbati dicemus et jejuniis Para- 
sceuen? quanquam vos etiam Sab- 
batum, si quando continuatis, nun- 
quam nisi in Pascha jejunandum 
secundum rationem alibi redditam, 
&c.— Vid. Constit. Apost. 1.5. c. 18. 
See n. 15, preceding. 

2 L. 1. c. 21. (v. 3. p. 377. 9.) 
Ot moAAdxis pev Kal ras KaAoupevas 
UrepGecipous mparrovar, Sinpepot Kai 
Tpinpepos Tas ynoteias exredourtes® 
elai 8€ of xat mepmratot, 7} Kat mpos, 
K.T.X. 

21 We Fabrica Mundi, Cave 
Hist. Liter. (v. 1. p. 103.) Ratio ve- 
ritatis ostenditur, .... quare usque 
ad horam nonam jejunamus, usque 
ad vesperam, aut superpositio usque 
in alterum diem fiat. 

22 C. 23. (t. 1. p. 973 ¢-) Jejunio- 


menses placuit celebrari, exceptis 
diebus duorum mensium Julii et 
Augusti, ob quorundam infirmita- 
tem.— C. 26. (ibid. d.) Errorem 
placuit corrigi, ut omni Sabbati die 
superpositiones celebremus. 

23 fin Euseb. 1.5. c.24. (v.1. p.246. 
n. 2.) Tres apud veteres Christianos 
fuere jejunii species. Primum fuit 
jejunium quartee et sexte ferize, quod 
solvebatur hora diei nona post finem 
stationis seu guvagews. Quare a 
Tertulliano vocantur stattonum semi- 
jejunia. In Typico monasterii Sancti 
Sabe dicitur »noreia ris évwarns. 
Secunda species fuit jeyunium Qua- 
dragesimale, quod a vesperam sol- 
vebatur. Nam hora nona fiebat syn- 
axis, et post missarum solemnia 
vespertinum canebatur officium, ac 
deinde populus dimittebatur, ut do- 


* (This supplemental section is introduced from a manuscript addition by the 


Author himself, inserted in his private copy of his own work, with a view to the 
new edition which he contemplated, but did not live to complete. I have 

. marked it 25*, so as not to disarrange the numbers of the sections in other edi- 
tions. Ep. ] 
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because it held only till nine o'clock, that is, three in the after- 
noon, and was proper to the weekly assemblies on Wednesdays 
and Fridays, or the stationary days on which they celebrated 
the communion, and therefore was also called jeyuntum quarte, 
and sexte ferie, and semijejunium stationum. The second 
was the Quadragesimal fast, which even held till the evening. 
The third he calls jejunium tmrepOécews, or superpositionis, 
a superabundant fast, which held till cock-crowing or break of 
day, and was proper to the Paschal week before Easter. But, 
as that learned person enumerates and explains, his account is 
imperfect. For here is no notice taken of the rerophagia, 
which he himself owns to be mentioned by Tertullian: and 
then the explication given of the dmépbects, or superpositio, 
though true, is not complete, because it signifies other kind of 
fasts than what he mentions. I shall therefore give a more 
distinct account both of several kinds and several days of 
fasting. 

The first kind of fast was abstinence from all meat till 
evening. This was properly and absolutely called jejunium 
and jeyunium perfectum. Next to this was the semiyeyunium 
or statio, which belonged to Wednesdays and Fridays, and 
ended at nine o’clock, or three in the afternoon. This was 
commonly called the half-fast, because it ended before night, 
and might be kept together with the reception of the holy 
communion, which was never allowed upon a perfect fast day. 
It had the name statio24 from its imitation of military disci- 
pline. That it ended at nine o’clock appears from Tertul- 
lian2>: and this was the quarrel betwixt him and the Psy- 
chici 26, as he there calls the Catholics, ‘that the Catholics 


cent Epiphanius, Amalarius, et Con- 
cilia Anglicana. ‘Tertium genus fuit 
omnium strictissimum, quod usque 
ad galli cantum et prime lucis ex- 
ortum producebatur: quod idcirco 
umepObeors dicebatur, Latine super- 
positio. Hec tria genera, &c. 

24 Vid. Tertull. de Orat. c. 14. 
(p. 136 a.) Si statio de militari ex- 
emplo nomen accipit : nam et militia 
Dei sumus. 

25 De Jejun. c. 2. (p. 545 a.) where 
eae of the stations, he says,... 

uando et orationes fere hora nona 
concludat de Petri exemplo, quod 


Actis ro. refertur. 

26 Ibid. c. 10. (p. 549 b.) que 
stationes nostras ut indignas, quas- 
dam vero et in serum constitutas, 
novitatis nomine incusant, hoc quo- 
que munus, et ex arbitrio obeundum 
esse dicentes, et non ultra nonam 
detinendum de suo scilicet more.— 
Ibid. c. 10. ad fin., speaking of the 
Montanists: Hec ert statio sera, 
que ad vesperam jejunans pinguio- 
rem orationem Deo immolat.—C. I. 
(p. 544 b.) Arguunt nos [Psychici], 
quod stationes plerumque in vespe- 
ram producamus. Ep. 
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would always end their stations at nine eo whereas he 
and the Montanists continued them till evening.’ 

26. The next addition mentioned by Chrysostom as made in Christians 
the spiritual exercise and observation of this week, is their aaricaaie 
more liberal distribution of alms to the poor, and exercise of alms and 
all kinds of charity to those that stood in need of it. For the ; ing has 
nearer they approached to the passion and resurrection of an 
Christ, by which all the blessings in the world were poured others. 
forth upon men, the more they thought themselves obliged 
to show all manner of acts of mercy and kindness toward their 
brethren. 

27. Particularly this week before Easter and the following This week 

week was a time of rest and liberty to servants. Many in °*°ek of 
great charity had their freedom granted them, in imitation of sti Sa for 
the spiritual liberty which Christ at this time had procured for ™ 
all mankind. This is clear from what has been shown before?” 
out of Gregory Nyssen and the laws of Theodosius, which 
allow all juridical acts done in favour of slaves in the fifteen 
days of the Paschal solemnity, in which both the Pasch of the 
cross and the Pasch of the resurrection are equally included. 
Both these weeks likewise were equally set apart for divine 
service: and for that reason all servants had a vacation from 
their ordinary bodily labour, that they might have more 
leisure and opportunity to attend the worship of God and con- 
cerns of their souls. The author of the Constitutions 25, in 
conformity to this custom, which he found in the practice of 
the Church, gives this direction: ‘In the whole great week be- 
fore Easter, and the week following, let servants rest from 
their labour ; because the one is the time of our Lord’s passion, 
and the other of his resurrection; and servants have need to 
be instructed in the knowledge of those mysteries.’ 

28. That particular sort of charity which Chrysostom speaks A general 
of as shown by the emperors to all prisoners, as well criminals ei “i 
as debtors, in granting them a general release out of prison at this nied 
this season, is demonstrated from the imperial laws still in porors a all 
being : for they are said to grant this indulgence with a parti- both cab | 

ors an 


27 B. 20. ch. 5. 88.6 and 7. pp. per’ adrjy dpyeirwcay oi Boidox ore 
318, aa 7 pey maGous € €oriv, 7 8€ a dvacrdcews" 
c. 33. (Cotel. v.1. p.414.) xat peta Pdi ee ris 6 mwaboy 

Thy peydAny éBdoudda macay cai riy = xal avactas, fj ris 6 ovyxwpnoas. 
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criminals, cular respect to the Paschal solemnity, which includes as well 
sag perti- the great week before as the week following Easter day **. 
of criminals And so not only Chrysostom, but St. Ambrose 29 understood it, 
ea. when he said, ‘ the holy days of the last week in Lent was the 
time when the bonds of debtors used to be loosed.’ Wherefore 
whatever has been said before®° of this indulgence as belonging 
to the Easter festival, is so to be understood as belonging to 
this holy and great week of our Saviour’s passion, when these 
indulgences first commenced, and continued in force till the 
whole festival was ended. 
All pro- 29. What Chrysostom says further of the emperors con- 
lay es wei MAnding all suits and processes at law to cease in this great 
civilas | week, and the tribunal doors to be shut up, is taken from the 
Seal express words of the law of Theodosius, still extant in both the 
this whole Codes. For these, appointing what days shall be exempted 
ia from juridical actions 3!, expressly mention the fifteen days of 
the Paschal solemnity, the week preceding and the week fol- 
lowing Easter. St. Austin®? speaks of the same: and Scaliger™ 
mentions a law of Constantine, wherein he had made a like de- 
cree, ‘ that the two Paschal weeks, the one immediately before, 
and the other following Easter, should be exempted from all 
business of the law.’ The design of which was, that nothing 
of animosity, or contention, or cruelty, or punishment, or 
bloodshed should appear at this holy season, when all men 
were labouring to obtain mercy and pardon by the blood of 
Christ; and that men sequestering themselves from all civil 
and worldly business, might with greater assiduity attend the 
exercises of piety, which were peculiar to the solemn occasion. 
The Thurs- 30. The Thursday in this week, which was the day on which 
day in this Christ was betrayed, and instituted the communion at his last 


week how 
observed. supper, was observed with some peculiar customs. For on 


2% Vid. Cod. Theod. 1. 9. tit. 38. 3! Cod. Theod. 1. 2. tit. 8. de Fe- 
de Indulgentiis Criminum, legg. 3. iis, leg. 2. (t. 1. p. 121.) Sanctos 
et 4. See before, b. 20. ch. 5. 8.6. quoque Pasche dies, qui septeno 
P- 3 18. n. 60. vel precedunt numero, vel sequun- 

3 Ep. 33. [al. 20.] ad Marcellin. tur, in eadem observatione nume- 
. 2. p. 853 d.n. 6.) Itaque sanctis ramus. 

iebus hebdomadis ultima, quibus 32 Serm. Ig. ex 40. a Sirmond. 
eeraee debitorum laxari vincula, edit. See b.20. ch. 5. 8. 1. p. 300. 
n. 

“30 See before, b. 20. ch. 5. s. 6. i De Emendatione Temporum, 

p. 318. 1.7. See ibid. n. 6. 
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this day, in some of the Latin Churches, the communion was 
administered in the evening after supper, in imitation of the 
communion of the Apostles at our Lord’s last supper. As we 
find by a provision made in one of the canons of the third 
Council of Carthage 3+, ‘ that the sacrament of the altar should 
always be received by men fasting, except on one anniversary 
day, when the Lord’s last supper was solemnly commemorated.’ 
St. Austin 35 takes notice of the same custom, and withal ob- 
serves, that the communion in some places was administered 
twice on this day; in the morning for the sake of such as 
could not keep the day a fast, and in the evening for those 
that fasted till evening, when they ended their fast, and re- 
ceived the communion after supper. He likewise tells us there 
was a particular reason why many could not fast upon this 
day, and therefore they received the communion in the morn- 
ing: for it was customary with many who had kept Lent to 
bathe and wash their bodies on this day, as the catechumens 
did, in order to appear decently, pure and clean from the filth 
which their bodies might have contracted by the austerities of 
Lent, when they came to be baptized on the vigil, or night be- 
tween the great Sabbath and Easter-day : they could not bear 
both bathing and fasting, and therefore they fasted not on this 
day, but received the communion in the morning, and ate their 
dinner as at other times; whilst others fasted all the day, and 
received the communion after supper. 

On this day the competentes, or candidates of baptism, 
publicly rehearsed the Creed before the bishop or presbyters 
in the church, as we learn from the Council of Laodicea *, 


34 C. ag. juxt. Ed. Crabb. (t. 1. 
.428.) Item. apud Cod. Afric. c. 41. 
tine. (Labb. t.2. p. 1069 c.) Ut 
sacramenta altaris non nisi a jejunis 
hominibus celebrentur, excepto uno 
die anniversario, quo coena Domini 
{al. Dominica] celebratur. 

35 Ep. 118. (sl. 54.] ad Januar. 
c. 7. (t. 2. p. 127 5 Sed nonnullos 
probabilis quedam ratio delectavit, 
ut uno certo die per annum, quo 
ipsam cenam Dominus dedit, tan- 

uam ad insigniorem commemora- 
tionem post cibos offerri et accipi 
liceat corpus et sanguinem Domini. 
Honestius autem arbitror ea hora 


fieri, ut qui etiam jejunaverit, post | 


refectionem, que hora nona fit, ad 
oblationem possit occurrere. Qua- 
propter neminem cogimus ante Do- 
minicam illam coenam prandere, sed 
nulli etiam contradicere audemus. 
Hoc tamen non arbitror institutum, 
nisi quia plures et prope omnes in 
plerisque locis eo die lavare consue- 
runt. Et quia nonnulli etiam je- 
junium custodiunt, mane offertur 
propter prandentes, quia jejunia si- 
mul et lavacra tolerare non possunt, 
ad ed aa vero propter jejunantes. 


56 C. 46. (t.1. p.1504 e.) “Ore Bet 
rovs eri{opevous Thy wiotiv expape - 
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which fixes this rehearsal to the fifth day of the great week ; 
and from Theodorus Lector®’, who says, ‘ Timotheus bishop 
of Constantinople was the first that ordered the Creed to be 
recited in every church-assembly, which before was used to be 
repeated only once a year by the catechumens on the Para- 
sceue, or preparation to our Saviour'’s passion, when the 
bishop was wont to catechize them. 

On this day it was customary for servants to receive the 
communion, as we find in Joannes Moschus 2°, who tells us a 
remarkable story of one who laid up the eucharist in his chest 
which he had brought home from church with him, rq dyig 
cal peydAn méunrn, on this great and holy fifth day of the 
Passion-week ; under which name we find it also in the title 
of one of Chrysostom’s Sermons upon this day 99, Ti dyig «at 
peyadAn [levrads. The modern ritualists call it Maundy Thurs- 
day, Dies Mandati, because on this day our Saviour washed 
his disciples’ feet, and gave them commandment to follow his 
example“; or because he instituted the sacrament of his sup- 
per upon this day, commanding his disciples to do the same in 
remembrance of him, as others*! expound it. 

But the Pope’s custom of excommunicating all people and 
princes, that are enemies to the Roman Church, on this day, 
and among the rest the King of Spain for invading the rights 
of the Church 42, (whom he absolves again without asking any 


Oaverr, Kai 1H mwéumrn tis €B8onadas 39 Hom. 30. [Bened. Hom. 1.] 


Grayyedkew rp éemoxér@ f rows 
mpeoBvurepots. 

87 L. 2. (v. 3. p. 78.17.) Tipd8eos 
TO Tay Tptaxociov Bexa Kat OxT® ma- 
Tépov ths wiorews ovpSorov, Kar’ 
éxdorny cvvatw héyeoOat mapeckeva- 
cev, emt StaBorn br bev Maxeéoviov, 
ws avrov py Seyopnévou rd cvpBodoy, 
Graf rov €rous Neyduevoy mpdrepov 
€v ry ayia Tapacxevy tov Getov md- 
Gous, TO KALP@ Tov yiwopevwy Td TOU 
émtoKOrmov KatTnxnoEwv. 

38 Prat. Spirit. c. 79. (ap. Bibl. 
Patr. Gr. Lat. t. 2. p. 1089 d. 7.) 
“Exov 6€ miotixéy xowwvouvra tH 
ayia xaOodixq kat aroorotKy éxxAn- 
gia’ otros 6 motiKxos, xara TO €O0s 
Ts x@pas, €daBev xotvwviay rH ayia 
wepnTp kai Baddy aityy €v povlixip 
arédero év rp ldip dppapi, x. Tr. X. 


de Proditione Jude. t. 5. p. 453. (t.2. 
. 376.) Els rv mapadociay rov "Iov- 
a, kai els rd Haoya, nai els ry ta- 

padooty ray pvornpiwy, Kai mepi Tov 

BN pynoiaxew’ Ty ayia Kai peyddy 

mwevrace. 

40 See Bp. Sparrow’s Rationale 
on the Common Prayer, p. 135. (Re- 
print, 1839, p. 125.) This day Christ 
washed his disciples’ feet, and gave 
them a commandment to do like- 
wise. Hence it is called Dies Man- 
dati, Mandate or Maunday Thurs- 


day. 
4! See L’Estrange, Alliance of Di- 


vine Offices, p.142. (Reprint, p. 209.) 
This day was anciently called, &c. 
42 See Du Moulin, Buckler of 
Faith, (p. 370.) Our Kings and their 
officers, and Courts of Parliament, 


}O, 31. or Lent fast. 433 


pardon on Good Friday;) as it is a grand ridicule and mock 
of church-discipline, so it is without all foundation in the prac- 
tice of the ancient Church. 

31. Some with greater probability suppose that such public Of the Pas- 
penitents as had completed their penance for one, two, three sip ca 
years or more, the Lent preceding, (for the years of penance ou Lord’s 
were usually reckoned from Easter to Easter,) were absolved — 
on this day. At least it is certain they were reconciled either 
on this or the day following. For St. Ambrose 43 says very ex- 
pressly, ‘that the day of relaxation of penance in the Church 
was the day on which our Lord gave himself for us:’ which 
must mean either the day on which he was betrayed by Judas, 
or the day of his passion, when he offered himself a sacrifice 
for the sins of mankind; that is the Parasceue, or Good 
Friday, or the Pasch, as it is often called, meaning the Pasch 

' of the Cross, Nacya Travpdomor, in opposition to the Mdcxa 
*Avaotdoov, or Pasch of the Resurrection. Nor was it only 
particular absolutions that were granted to public penitents on 
this day of the passion, but a general absolution or indulgence 
was proclaimed to all the people observing the day with fast- 
ing, prayers, and true contrition or compunction. As we find 
in the fourth Council of Toledo, which makes a complaint, that 
in some of the Spanish Churches the day of the Lord’s passion 
was not regularly observed: for the church doors were shut 
up, and no divine service performed: wherefore they order *, 
‘that the mystery of the cross should be preached on this day, 
and that all the people should wait for the indulgence or abso- 
lution, that, being cleansed by the compunction of repentance 
and remission of sins, they might worthily celebrate the vene- 


are dealt with in the like unjust 
manner in the Bull De Cena Domini, 
which is a solemn excommunication, 
which the Pope thundereth out every 
i on Maundy Thursday before 

ter:.... wherein he nameth ... 
emperors, kings, dukes, .... who 
shall appeal from the Pope to any 
future Council. 

43 Ep. 33. [al. Ep. 20.] ad Mar- 
cellin. (t. 2. p. 859 b. n. 26.) Erat 
autem dies quo sese Dominus pro 
nobis tradidit, quo in ecclesia peni- 
tentia relaxatur. 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


44 C. 6. (al. 7.] (t. 5. p. 1707 d.) 
..-»Qportet eodem die mysterium 
crucis, quod ipse Dominus cunctis 
nuntiandum voluit, preedicari, atque 
indulgentiam criminum clara voce 
omnem populum preestolari [al. pos- 
tulare]: ut pcenitentizs compunc- 
tione mundati venerabile festum [al. 
venerabilem diem] Dominicz resur- 
rectionis remissis iniquitatibus sus- 
cipere mereamur; corporisque ejus 
et sanguinis sacramentum mundi a 
peccato (al. peccatis] sumamus. 


Ff 
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rable feast of the Lord’s resurrection, and come pure and clean 
to partake of the sacrament of his body and blood.’ They 
further condemn such as ended their fast on this day at the 
ninth hour, and order 45, ‘that all, except little children, old 
men, and the sick, should spend the whole day in abstinence 
and mourning, and not give over their fast, ante peractas ta- 
dulgentie preces, before the prayers of absolution were ended.’ 
Whence it may be inferred that this absolution was the close 
of the public service of this day, which whoever did not attend 
was to be denied the communion on Easter day, ‘ because,’ as 
the canon words it, ‘he paid not a due respect by abstinence to 
the passion of his Lord.’ Indeed this day, as we have scen be- 
fore, was one of those two great days which all Christians in 
general thought themselves obliged strictly to observe: even 
they who kept no other Lent religiously observed these, as 
the days on which the Bridegroom was taken from them: and 
that scems to be the reason why this canon treats those with 
a little more severity who neglected the day of our Saviour’s 
passion, because they contemned the general custom and ob- 
servation of Christians. 


Ofthe8a- 32. The Saturday or Sabbath in this week was commonly 
Pahari known by the name of the Great Sabbath, as we find it 


bath before 


Lh termed in Chrysostom and others ** It had many peculiarities 
ter. 


belonging to it. For this was the only Sabbath throughiout 
the year that the Greek Churches and some of the Western 
kept as a fast. All other Sabbaths even in Lent were observed 
as festivals together with the Lord’s-day, as has been shown 
several times before: but this Great Sabbath was observed as 
a most solemn fast, which some joined with the fast of the pre- 
ceding day, and made them both but one continued fast of 
superposition; and they who could not thus join both days 


tia peragit; quicunque in eo jeju- 
nium, preter parvulos, senes, ¢ 


45 C. 7. (al. ce Ce d.] Quidam 
in die ejusdem Dominice passionis 
ad horam nonam jejunium solvunt, 


conviviis adhibentur [al. abutuntur], 
et dum sol ipse eodem die tenebris 
palliatus lumen subduxerit, ipsaque 
elementa turbata meestitiam totius 
mundi ostenderint, illi jejunium tan- 
ti diei polluunt, epulisque inservi- 
unt. Et quia totum eundem diem 
universalis ecclesia propter passio- 
nem Domini in merore et abstinen- 


languidos, ante peractas indulgentiz 
preces, resolverit, a Paschali gaudio 
repellatur, nec in eo sacramentum 
corporis et sanguinis Domini perci- 
piat, qui diem passionis ipsius pet 
abstinentiam non honoravit [al. ho- 
sae 

46 Vid. Pallad. Vit. Chrysost., e 
Chrysost. Ep. 1. ad Innocent. See 
nn. 50 and 58, following. 
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together without some refreshment, yet observed the Saturday 
with great strictness, holding out their fast till after midnight, 
or cock-crowing in the morning. Thus we find it ordered in 
the Constitutions‘, conformable to the practice of the Church : 
‘Let as many as are able fast the Friday and the Sabbath 
throughout, eating nothing till cock-crowing in the morning: 
but if any cannot ras vo ovvdrrew dpuod, join both days to- 
gether in one continued fast. let him however keep the Sab- 
bath a fast: for the Lord speaking of himself said, “‘ When the 
bridegroom shall be taken away from them, in those days shall 
they fast.”’ So this day was kept an universal fast over the 
whole Church: and they continued it not only till evening but 
till cock-crowing in the morning, which was the supposed time 
of our Saviour’s resurrection. The preceding time of the night 
was spent in a vigil or pernoctation, when they assembled to- 
gether to perform all parts of divine service, psalmody, and 
reading the Scripture, the Law, the Prophets, and the Gospel, 
praying, and preaching, and baptizing such of their catechu- 
mens as presented themselves to baptism: all which acts are 
particularly mentioned by the author of the Constitutions 46 in 
his description of the Paschal vigil. 

The account of the several vigils observed in the Church has 
been given in a former Book+7: here I only take notice of 
this one, which was the most famous of all others between the 
Great Sabbath and Easter day. Of which there is frequent 
mention male in the ancient writers, Chrysostom 4%, Epipha- 
nius*9, Palladius*°, Gregory Nyssen*’, and many others. 


45 L.s.c.18. See before, s. 25. 
D. 15> preceding. 
“ L.5. c. 19. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 323-) 
Te de ZaBBaryp Héxpts ddexropope- 
vias mapareivortes amovnarifer Ge, € ert 
woKovons [as caBBarav, aris € €orly 
n Kupiarh, amo éomépas € éws a\exto- 
popwrias a adypunvouvres’ Kal emt rd 
auro ev 7 éxxAnaia cvvabpor(dpevoe 
yenyopeire, Mpowevxdpevor rai Sedpe- 
vot Tou cou, év 7 Scavuxrepevoet 
tpoy' dvaywwaoxovtes roy Népov, rovs 
Hpodnras, rovs Yadpovs, pe Xpts a\ex- 
Tpudvey _kpavyns” kai Barricavres 
Upay rovs KaTNXOUPEVOUS, cal dva- 
yrovres ‘th Evayyédoy ev pdBy xat 
Tpop@, kal mpoohadnoayres tH aq 


Ta mpos carnpiay, rravoace rou meéy- 
Gous tpoy. 

47 B. 13. ch. 9. 8. 4. V. 4. p.5 

48 Hom. 30. a Gen. p. 426. Ni - 
hil hic invenio, says Grischovius (v. 
Q. p.239.) de isto precipue oe ervigilto: 
pag. autem 424. (p. 329. Edit. Frf.) 
habentur quedam de vigiliis magne 
hebdomadis in genere. See before, 
b. 13. ch. 9. 8. 4. V. 4. P.532- D. 44., 
which is probably the passage the 
learned Author had in view. Ep. ]— 
Conf. Ep.1. ad Innocent. See n. 
58, following. 

49 Expos. Fid. Nn. 22. (t. I. p. 1T05 

c.) “Ey riot 8€ rémos Thy peTa THY 
méprtny aypurvovew, empoocxoveay 


Ff2 
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Particularly Lactantius and St. Jerom tell us, they observed 
it upon a double account. ‘This is the night,’ says Lactan- 
tius °2, ‘ which we observe with a pernoctation (or watching all 
the night) for the advent of our King and God: of which night 
there is a twofold reason to be given, because in this night our 
Lord was raised to life again after his passion; and in the 
same he is expected td return to receive the kingdom of the 
world,’ (that is, to come to judgment.) St. Jerom5? says, ‘it 
was a tradition among the Jews that Christ would come at 
midnight, as he did upon the Egyptians at the time of the 
Passover : and thence,’ lice thinks, ‘ the apostolical custom came, 
not to dismiss the people on the Paschal vigil before midnight, 
expecting the coming of Christ: after which time, presuming 
upon security, they kept the day a festival.’ Eusebius* says. 


eis rd LpooaB8Baroy, xal rv Kuptaxny 


povas. 

50 Vit. Chrysost. c. 4. (ap. Oper. 
Chrysost. t. 13. p. 33 b.) "Ev rovros 
€méoTn 1) TOU peyaAou caBBarov nuEpa, 
éy 7 6 Zwrnp cravpwheis eoxvdAevcev 
rov gonv....O8 pévros mpecBurepos 
"Iwavvov, of roy biov éxovres Poop, 
év tp Snpoci AovTpw Te emKadov- 
peva Kwvoraytiavais, rovs Aaovs cuv- 
ayaydvres, etxovro Tas dypumvias’ of 
pev ta Oeia Adyta avaywwa@oxovres’ oi 
d¢€ Barrifovres rovs xatnxnbevras, ws 
eixos Sta ro Tlacya. 

“1 Orat. in Resurrect. Domini. 
[Vaga allegatio, observes Grischo- 
vius, Nyssenus quingue habet Ora- 
tsones de hoc argumento, quarum 
priores tres bene longe sunt, quas 
lector ipse, si volet, erolrat.—I think 
my learned Ancestor referred to the 
introductory sentences of the fourth 
of those Orations, De Sancto et Sa- 
lutari Festo Pasche, where Nyssen 
alludes to the previous night, as 
passed in praying, preaching, and 
singing, while the continuous burn- 
ing of the lamps had dispelled the 
darkness, and joined by their artifi- 
cial light the two days of the Vigil 
and the Festival, as it were, into 
one. (Oper. t. 2. p. 435 d.9. et p. 436 
d. 10.)...°O 8€ mavyvytos rais dxoais 
Mpoonxas Adyos, ev Wadpots Kal Up- 
vols Kat @dais mvevpatikais, otov 
pevpa xapas, d¢ axons eis THY Wuxny 


elapéwy, rANpEs nuas rev dyabay éd- 
widwy éroingey’ x.r.A. Anda little 
afterwards ...’Eme:dy rotwuy 7 
yo& avrn, ras éx Tay Aapradayr avyts 
opOpwais axriot rou nAiov ovppitaca, 
piay xara TO cuvexes Nuépay eroincey, 
x.r.A. Ep.] 

52 Instit. 1.7. c. 49. (t. 1. p. 569.) 
Hec est nox, que a nobis propter 
adventum Regis ac Dei nostri per- 
vigilio celebratur : cujus noctis du- 
plex ratio est, quod in ea et vitam 
tum recepit, cum passus est; et 
postea orbis terre regnum receptu- 
rus est. 

® In Matth. 25. 6. (t.7. p. 203 ¢.) 
Traditio Judeorum est, Christum 
media nocte venturum, in similitu- 
dinem Egyptii temporis, quando 
Pascha celebratum est, et extermi- 
nator venit, et Dominus super taber- 
nacula transiit, et sanguine agni 
postes nostrarum frontium consecra- 
tz sunt. Unde reor et traditionem 
apostolicam permansisse, ut in die 
vigiliarum Pasche, ante noctis dimi- 
dium populos dimittere non liceat 
expectantes adventum Christi. Et 
postquam illud tempus _transierit, 
securitate presumpta, festum cuncti 
agunt diem. 

4 De Vit. Constant. 1.4. c. 22. 
(v. I. p. 637. 11.) Thy 8€ iepay dia- 
vuxtepevoww pereBadrey eis nepiwa 
Hara, xnpov kiovas vWndordrous ka 
dAns eLarrdévrwy THs TdAEwS Tov emi 


or Lent fast. 481 


in the time of Constantine this vigil was kept with great pomp: 
‘for he set up lofty pillars of wax to burn as torches all over 
the city, and lamps burning in all places, so that the night 
seemed to outshine the sun at noon-day.’ Nazianzen>* also 
speaks of this custom of setting up lamps and torches both in 
the churches and their own private houses: which, he says, 
‘they did as a prodromus or forerunner of that great Light, 
the Sun of Righteousness, arising on the world on Easter-day.’ 
Tertullian *6 intimates, that this vigil was solemnly kept in his 
tame by all sorts of people, by women as well as men: for 
writing against the marriage of Christian women with Hea- 
thens, among other arguments he puts this question to them, 
to dissuade them from such dangerous engagements: ‘ What 
unbelieving husband will be content to let his wife be absent 
from him all night at the celebration of the Paschal vigil?’ 
And it is plain from Socrates’ that the sectaries as well as the 
Catholics had this night in great veneration: for it was upon 
one of these Paschal vigils that the Sabbatians, who were a 
subdivision of the Novatian schismatics, ‘ were seized with such 
@ panic terror in the night, that, flying in a strange confusion 
through a straight passage from the place where they were 
met, they pressed so hard upon one another, that threescore 
and ten of them were trodden to death.’ 


Tour Teraypevoy’ Aaprrades 8 hoav 


Kai Trepupaverrépa dow x Ges yey mpo- 
grupos, mayra darifoveat rdéroy' os 


Spoor fv Tou peyddou pords a avora- 


Aaumpas népas tTnAavyeorépay try 
pouorinny OravuKréepevowy arrore\ciaOas. 
—C. 57. (ibid. p. 659. 2.) “H3y oy " 
peyddy Tov Hacxa éopri) Tmapiy’ ev 7) 
6 Bacidevs, tp Ged ras evxas arrott- 
Sovs, cuvdtevuxréepevore Tois GAXots. 

55 Orat. 42. de Pasch. (t. t. p. 
676 d.) Kady) pev 1 xOes nuiy Aap- 
mpodopia rat poraywyia, yt i8ia Te 
nai npocig ouvermmodpeda @a* may ) ye~ 
vos dvOpamroy pixpou, rat aia aca, 
Sayre: rH rrupl ryy voxra Karapori- 
Covres, kat Tov peyddou wros avri- 
Tunros’ Gooy Te ovpawos avwbev ppux- 
Twpel, kdopov Grow [édov] atrydfov 
Tois Tap’ éavrou kddAeot, Kal dooy 
Umepoupinoy, ev re ayyédors ™ TPOTH 
pereny poe pera mY mpamy re 
exeiOev ferns, Kai Ggov ev TH 
Tpeade, tap is pas drav ocuvérrnxey 
eg dpepiorov pordos pept(opevoy cai 
Tipwpevov. KadrXiwy 8€ 7 onpepov 


peévou To pas, kai oioy edppoovvy Tes 
mpoedprios” oT)pEpoy d€ ry avacracw 
abrny éoprafoper, ouK ére éAmiCoperny, 
aAQ’ m8n _Yeyevonperny, Kai Kéopoy 
oAoy €aurn cuvayoucay. 

56 Ad Uxor. ]. 2. c. 4. (p. 168 d.) 
Quis denique solemnibus Pasche ab- 
noctantem securus substinebit? 

87 L.7. ¢.§- (V. 2. p. 351. 3). - 
Mer’ ov rroAv yap Thy EK mpor 
éopriy émeréhet (6 LaSBarios |: al 
quveppeov mpos aurov ef eOous moNdot" 
kal, thy e& €Oous mrayvuxida mowouvrep, 
OépuBés tis Saipdmos éverrecey els 
avrovs, ws dpa Sioivmos 6 abray erri- 
Kors: ouy mohhp mh Oe epxerat 
Kat’ avrav’ Kat rapayijs YEvoperns, 
ola etxds, év vuxtt Kai oTevp rong 
arrohnpderres, éavrous ouverpryay® 
ws amotéoba €& atray tméep tous 
€B80punxovra avOpwrovs. 
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This night was famous above all others for baptizing of cate- 
chumens; as we learn not only from the general account given 
of the ancient time of baptizing, as fixed chiefly to the Paschal 
solemnity: but more particularly from those sad _ relations 
made by St. Chrysostom‘? and Palladius*9 of the barbarous 
invasion of Chrysostom’s church, and the assaults made upon 
him, and his clergy and people, as they were assembled to- 
gether this night to keep the Paschal vigil, and baptize the 
catechumens. Where, among other grievous acts of hostility, 
they take notice of this one unparalleled instance of indecent 
cruelty, ‘that the enemy forced the women catechumens, who 
were divested in order tv baptism, to fly away naked, and slew 
many of them in the very baptisteries, making the holy fonts 
swim with blood.’ And vet in this one night, notwithstanding 
the tumult, three thousand persons were baptized ; as is parti- 
cularly noted by Palladius®, from whence it is easy to conclude 
that this night was a celebrated time of baptism; and that as 
the penitents were restored the day before to the communion 
which they had lost, so on this day the catechumens were made 
complete Christians, and admitted to the communion which 


58 Ep. 1. ad Innocent. t. 4. p. 680. 


THY VUKTA, VY TULs EmcderkvuovaL KAN- 
(t. 3: p. 518 e.) ‘H @v yap aura, Ka- 


pikois kai rots orparimracs irapas, ws 


Oarrep Eumrpoo ev etrrov, mpotetwdvTay, 
aOpdov orpariwrixoy mANGos atte TO 
peyar@ oaBBare, mpos €omepay dot- 
adv HS Nuepas emcywoperns, Tais 
€xxAnoias emecoeAGdy [al. eqecoed- 
Odvres,| rov xAnpoy dmayra tov cuy 
np 
Coan ny , ts Cd 
nuiy mpos Biay e&eBadov, Kai odors 
To Anya mepteatoixioTo” Kat yuvaixes 
TOY evKTNpiwy oixwy Tpos T) BawTicpa 
arodvodpevas kar avroyv Tov Katpoy, 
a 4 ¢ 4 ~ a~ 
yupvai éhuyov ure tov pdfou mys 
xarerns Tavs epddou, ovde thy mpe- 
movaay yuvativ evoynpoovvny avy- 
Yowpovpevat mepOeuOat’ wodAat Se Kai 
Ld ‘ > Ld Q 
rpavpara Sefapevac €&e8addovro, Kat 
" ~ » ~ 
aiuaros ai KoAupBnOpat éemAnpovrro, 
kal ra iepa dd tev aipatwr epowic- 
aero vdapara. 

59 Vit. Chrysost. c. 0: (ap. Oper. 
Chrysost. t. 13. p. 34 b.) Mapartei- 
vovot yap Tov Aaoy ev rots pepery 
e aA Lad od ‘ 
nuav €ws adextopos mpatorv, exwv 
Opaxas Evpnpets veoorparet’-rous Kata 
rov Hoai rerpaxouious, avadeis tre- 
ptocas, emenmndnoev aidvidiov xara 


Gre NuKos, ccdnp@ oriABorn: dtacxioas 
Tous SyAous* ywpnous 8 evdov ray 
paxapiwy vdarwy ent xwAdvoe Tov 
puvoupevar THY avdoragly TOV Lwrn- 
pos, kal T@ ev Brandy Opacews ev~ 
rivaxOeis Ta ovpBoda exyeer” Tous b€ 
mpeaBurepous 45n tov Kai nAcKioras 
pomdXots Kata xpaviov maicas, atipare 
Kipya THY KoAvLBnOpay. Tdére ny dew 
THY ayyeAuKny éxeivny vuxra, év 7 Kal 
8aipoves mimrovot emrnyxdres, eis a- 
BupwOov peraSrnbeicay’ yupval yap 
yuvaixes ovv trois avdpact dpacpp 
€xpavro, PoBo tov ohaynva 7 acyn- 
povnoa, Tov aoynuova acrra(opevat 
Spopov. 

60 Ibid. (d.) Ty émavpiovy yoy 
eLeXOav 6 Bacrreds, rov yupvacOnvat 
ev tT Tapakerpevep medi, cider my 
domepov ynv, thy mept TO [leptrroy, 
Aevyetpovotaav’ Kat exmdayeis eri TH 
Oéa rou dvOous rev veohwricrer. Aaa 
yap appt rovs rpeoxtdious, npere 
mapa trav Sopuddpar, Tis 4 Aoyas rev 
exet cuynOpotopeveay, kK. T. XA. 
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they never had before, and both in order to participate of the 
holy eucharist on Easter day. 

So we have seen the whole practice of the Church from first 
to last in relation to the observation of Lent, or the first great 
anniversary fast of forty days. 


CHAP. IL. 


Of the fasts of the four seasons, of monthly fasts, and the 
original of Ember weeks and Rogation days. 


1. Tae next anniversary fasting days were those which were The fast o 
called jejunia quatuor temporum, the fasts of the four seasons ae ae 
of the year. These were called the fasts of the first, fourth, aap th 
seventh, and tenth months, or the fasts of the Spring, Summer, the Lent 
Autumn, and Winter, observed in March, June, September, #- 
and December, which were accounted the beginning of the 
four several seasons of the year. These were at first designed 
not to be the seasons of ordination, but to beg a blessing of 
God upon the several seasons of the year, or to return thanks 
for the benefits reccived in each of them, or to exercise and 
purify both body and soul in a more particular manner at the 
return of these certain terms of stricter discipline and more ex- 
traordinary devotion. 

One of the first that speaks formally of these fasts, under 
the name and number of the four seasons, is Pope Leo, in his 
Sermons about the year 450, in one of which he thus recounts 
them®': ‘ The ecclesiastical fasts are so distributed through the 
whole year, that there is a law of abstinence affixed to all the 
four seasons. For we keep the Spring fast in Lent, the Sum- 
mer fast in Pentecost, the Autumnal fast in the seventh month, 
and the Winter fast in the tenth month.’ In another place © 


61 Serm. 8. (al. 19. c. ye One 
Dec. Mena. (t. 1. p.59.)....+- 
Lejunia . a oT ex anctrina 

ancti Spiritus ita per totius anni 


62 Serm. 7. ta .18.c. 1.] de Jejun. 
Dec. Mens. (ibid. p. 55.) Preesidia 
[militie Christiane] sanctificandis 
mentibus nostris atque corporibus 


circulum distributa sunt, ut lex ab- 
stinentize omnibus sit ascripta tem- 
poribus: si quidem jejunium ver- 
num in Quadragesima, estivum in 
Pentecoste, autumnale in mense 
septimo, hyemale autem in hoc, 
qui est decimus, celebramus. 


divinitus instituta, ideo cum dierum 
temporumque curriculis sine cessa- 
tione reparantur, ut infirmitatum 
nostrarum ipsa nos medicina com- 
moneat.—Serm. 9. (al. 94. c. 3.] de 
Jejun. Sept. Mens. p. 88. (t. I. p. 

5-) Ideo enim ipsa continentise 
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he says, * These fasts are incessantly renewed with the course 
of days and times, that the medicinal power of them may put 
us in mind of our infirmities.’ Philastrius ® also speaks of 
four noted annual fasts kept by the Church in the course of 
the year: but instead of the fast of September he puts the 
fast of Epiphany ®!, reckoning them in this order: ‘ The 
Church celebrates four fasts in the year; the first before 
the Nativity, the second before the Pasch, the third before 
Epiphany, and the fourth in Pentecost.’ So that these four 
fasts were not exactly the same in the time of Philastrius that 
they were in the time of Pope Leo. The Spring fast, or the 
fast before Easter, is evidently the Lent fast, of which we have 
spoken before; for as yet there was no particular week in Lent 
set aside for ordinations, to make a distinct fast of it, as we 
shall see hereafter. 

2. The fast of Pentecost, which Leo calls the Summer fast, 
is mentioned also by Athanasius: for in his Apology to Con- 
stantius © he says, ‘the people in the week after the holy 
Pentecost, having finished their fast. went to pray in the 


The fast of 
Pentecost. 


observantia quatuor est assignata 
temporibus, ut in id ipsum totius 
anni redeunte decursu coynoscere- 
mus, non indesinenter purificationi- 
bus indigere; semperque esse ni- 
tendum, dum hujus vite varietate 
jactamur, ut peccatum, quod fra- 
gilitate carnis et cupiditatum pol- 
lutione contrahitur, jejuniis atque 
eleemosynis deleatur. 

6S Her. 97. [al. 121. de Zechar. | 
ap. Bibl. Patr. t. 4. p. 48. (ap. Gal- 
land. t. 7. p. 514d.) Per annum 
quatuor jejunia in ecclesia celebran- 
tur. In Natali primum, deinde in 
Pascha, tertium in Epiphania, quar- 
tum in Pentecoste.....Ab Ascen- 
sione inde usque ad Pentecosten 
diebus decem. 

64 ["'his statement, that Philastrius 
puts the fast of Epiphany instead of 
the fast of September, is incorrect : 
he puts it instead of the Summer 
fast in May, meaning the Ascension. 
This is quite clear from what follows 
_ In Philastrius, and will be still more 
so if we may correct a reading, 
which is obviously false, and which 


led our Author into error. ‘The 
whole passage is as follows: Nam 
per annum quatuor jejunia in ecclesia 
celebrantur: in Natali primum, de- 
inde in Pascha, tertium in Epipha- 
nia, [legendum? Aacensione,} quat- 
tum in Pentecoste. Nam in Natali 
Salvatoris Domini jejunandum est, 
deinde in Pasche quadragesima, at- 
que in Ascensione itidem in celum 
post Pascha die quadragesimo, inde 
usque ad Pentecosten diebus decem: 
id quod postea fecerunt beati Apo- 
stohl post ascensionem, &c. Now, 
from what is said in the latter part 
of the context about the four sea- 
sons of fasting, it is evident that in 
the former clauses we should read 
Ascensione for Epiphania. See what 
Fabricius says in his note on the 
place, (c. 145.) in his edition of Phi- 
lastrius de Heresibus, Hamburg. 
1721. 12mo. Ep.] 

69 Apol. de Fug. t. 1. p. 704. 
(t. I. part. 1. p. 256 b.) Ty yap 
éBdopuacds peta rHv ayiay Tevrnxoorny 
6 aos wnorevoas é€fnAr\Oe wepi ro 
Kotunrnptoy eb£acGac. 
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cemetery or churchyard.’ The Council of Girone %& in Spain 
fixes this to the week after Pentecost, so that after the 
solemnity of that festival was over, a three days’ fast was 
‘to be kept on Thursday, Friday, and Saturday in the week 
immediately following. The second Council of Tours © ap- 
points the whole week after Pentecost to be kept an exact 
fast by those of the monastic life. But whether this was in 
the week following Whitsunday, or the week after that, ap- 
pears not from those canons. Neither were these fasts of the 
four seasons so fixed to any certain weck, but that they some- 
times varied a week or more in their observation, as appears 
from the Council of Salegunstade %, which gives particular 
directions how to order and accommodate these variations. 
And in one of our English Councils held at Oxford 6, under 
Stephen Langton, anno 1222, which settles the fast of the four 
seasons, it is intimated that the fast of Pentecost was differently 
observed by many: for some kept it in the week after the 
Litanies, or Rogation-days, and others in the week of Pente- 


65 C. 2. (t. 4. p. 1568 a.) ... Ut 


expleta solemnitate Pentecostes, in 
sequenti septimana, a quinta feria 
[usque] in Sabbatum, per hoc tri- 
duum abstinentia celebretur. 

66 C.18. (al. 17.] (t.5. p. 856.) 
..- Post quinquagesimam tota heb- 
domada exacte jejunent. 

67 Anno 1022. ¢. 2. (t.9. p. 845 b.) 
De incerto autem jejunio quatuor 
temporum hanc certitudinem sta- 
tuimus, ut si Kalendz Martti in 
quarta feria sive antea evenerint, 
eadem hebdomada jejunium cele- 
bretur. Si autem Kalende Martii 
in quintam feriam aut sextam aut 
Sabbatum distenduntur, in sequen- 
tem hebdomadam jejunium differa- 
tur. Simili quoque modo si Kalen- 
dz Junii in quartam feriam, aut 
antea evenerint, in subsequente 
hebdomada jejunium celebretur. Et 
81 in quintam feriam aut sextam aut 
Sabbatum contigerint, jejunium in 
tertiam hebdomadam reservetur. Et 
hoc sciendum est, quod si quando 
jun mensis j unii in vigilia 

entecostes secundum preedictam 
regulam evenerit,-non ibi celebran- 


dum erit, sed in ipsa hebdomada 
solemni Pentecostes: et tunc prop- 
ter solemnitatem Spiritus Sancti, 
diaconus dalmaticis induatur, et 
Alleluia! cantetur, et, Flectamus ge- 
nua! non dicatur. EKodem modo de 
Septembris jejunio constitutum est, 
ut si Kalendz Septembris in quarta 
feria evenerint, aut antea, jejunium 
in tertia hebdomada celebretur: et 
si in quinta aut sexta aut Sabbato 
contigerit, in quarta hebdomada je- 
junandum ert. In Decembri il- 
lud observandum erit, ut proximo 
Sabbato ante vigiliam Natalis Do- 
mini celebretur jejunium: quia si 
vigilia in Sabbato evenerit, simul 
vigiliam et jejunium celebrare non 
convenit. 

68 C. 8. (t. 11. p. 275 e.) In Mar- 
tio prima hebdomada jejunandum 
est feria quarta et sexta et Sabbato. 
In Junio in secunda, quod dupli- 
citer observatur a pluribus, in prima 
hebdomada...... Pentecostes. In 


Septembri per tres dies. In proxima 
septimana integra ante Natalem Do- 
mini. 
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cost. Which shows that’ there was no universal rule or tradi-. 
tion about this fast in the Church. 
3. The fast of the seventh month, or the Autumnal fast, is ‘ 
co as not so much as mentioned by Philastrius, [as cited in{the pre- : 
the Autum- ceding section,] nor any other writer that I know of, before ; 
ee Pope Leo. But after him Gelasius © speaks of it as one of | 
the four solemn times of ordination, which were always ac- 
companied with fasting from the time that they were first - 
introduced into the Church: but this was not till after the 
time of Pope Leo ®: for though he often speaks of the fast of 
September, or the seventh month, yet he never so much as 
intimates that it was a stated time of ordination, but assigns 
other reasons for it, because it was fit men should purge 
themselves from sin at the return of every various season of. 
the year. 

The Advent %. The fast of December, or the tenth month, by some called 
or Nativity the Advent or Nativity fast, is mentioned by Philastrius 7° as. 
the fast of one of the four solemn fasts of the Church. This fast anciently 
aire was kept from the festival of St. Martin till Christmas-day, 

month. three days in the week, Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, 
as we find in the first Council of Masecon7!, which orders ‘ that - 

it should be observed after the manner of Lent,’ that is, that 

the oblation should not be celebrated on those days, ‘and that 

the Canons should be read at this time. that no one might 

pretend ignorance for the non-observance of them.’ The 

second Council of Tours 7? appoints the monks to fast every 

day during this season. But in the Councils of Salegunstade 73 
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68 Ep. y. ad Episcopos Lucaniz. ‘l C.g. (t. 5. p.968e.) Ut a feria 


c.11. (CC. t. 4. p. 1191 c.) Ordina- 
tiones presbyterorum et diaconorum, 
nisi certis temporibus et diebus ex- 
ercere non debent, id est, quarti 
mensis jejunio, septimi et decimi, 
sed et etiam Quadragesimalis initii 
ac mediana Quadragesime die, Sab- 
bati jejunio circa vesperam noverint 
celebrandas. 

69 Serm.g. de Jejun. Sept. Mens. 
p. 88. Sees. 1., the second part of 
n. 62, preceding. 

70 See ibid. n. 63, as well as the 
remarks in n. 64, preceding. 


Sancti Martini usque ad Natalem 
Domini secunda, quarta et sexta 
Sabbati jejunetur, et sacrificia qua- 
dragesimali ordine celebrentur. In 
quibus diebus canones legendos esse 
sancimus, ut nullus fateatur se per 
ignorantiam deliquisse. 

72 C. 18. [al. 17.] (ibid. p. 856 e.) 
De Decembri usque ad Natalem Do- 
mini omni die jejunent. 

73 (°, 2. (t. 9g. p. 845 d.) In De- 
cembri illud sieervaniling erit, ut 
proximo Sabbato ante vigiliam Na- 
talis Domini celebretur jejunium. 
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and Oxford 7® this fast is reduced to the week immediately 
before Christmas. 

5. Besides these fasts at the four seasons, Philastrius men- The fasts at 
tions a fast before Epiphany, or rather, as has been observed Epiphany. 
before 74, put it in the room of the fast of September. The 
gecond Council of Tours takes notice of this, and tells us 75 it 
was a fast of three days, and that it was appointed particularly 
at that time in opposition to the Heathen festivals, which they 
were used to observe with a great deal of corruption and 
_ licentious revellings for three days together; which ‘ three 
days therefore the fathers rather chose to make days of 
abstinence and private litanies, to restrain the people from 
running into the extravagant riots and excesses of the Hea- 
then.’ So that New Year's day, or Circumcision, was rather 
kept as a fast, than a festival, for several ages in the Church. 

, For it appears from the foresaid Council, that the Kalends of 
>» January were included in the three days, which was called the 
Epiphany fast. 

6. In some places they had also monthly fasts throughout Of monthly 
_ the year, except in the two months of July and August. Thus ae 
it was in Spain by an order of the Council of Eliberis7®, which 
orders, ‘that extraordinary fasts should be celebrated every 
month, except those two, because of the sickliness of the 
season.’ That these were something more than the ordinary 
fasts of Wednesday and Friday seems evident from the name 
that is given them of fasts of superposition, which in this 
place denotes not the length of the fast, but the newness of 
the imposition, as Albaspinseus’’ observes upon the place; 
though what sorts of fasts they were is not very easy to 


78 C.8. ut supra. See the last 


menses placuit celebrari, exceptis 
clause of n. 67, preceding. 


diebus duorum mensium Julii et 





74 See s. 1, as well as n. 63 and 
n. 64, ae 
(t.5. p. 856 e. 


de ‘tin. ). 8 aca Netelen [al. Na- 
tale] Domini et Epiphaniam omni 
die festivitates sunt. Excipitur tri- 
duum illud, quo ad calcandam Gen- 
tilium consuetudinem, atres nostri 
statuerunt privatas in Kalendis Ja- 
nuarii fieri litanias, &c. 

76 C. 23. (t. 1. p. 973 ¢.) Jeju- 
niorum superpositiones per singulos 


Augusti, ob eorundem infirmitatem. 

7 [In loc. (ibid. 993 d.) Jejunia 
superponere est jejunia de novo im- 
ponere et indicere: que autem fu- 
erint illa jejunia, que singulis men- 
sibus, preeter stationes feriz sexte 
et Sabbati, superimposita essent in 
Hispania, non facile est dicere, cum 
ea peculiari quadam lege et con- 
auetuding casbrarentur' in illa pro- 
vincia. Grischov.] 
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determine. If I may be allowed to conjecture in an obscure 
matter, I should conclude this superposition of fasts was the 
addition of Monday to Wednesday and Friday, because we 
find it so in one of the French Councils 78, which, ordering the 
manner of fasting in several months of the year for those of 
the ascetic life, appoints them to fast three times a week, 
viz. on Monday, Wednesday, and Friday, from Pentecost till 
August; and so again for the months of September, October, 
and November. But August is excepted, because in this month 
every day almost was celebrated as the festival of some mar- 
tyr 79, with the manication, or morning service proper to 4 
festival. Besides that the Council of Eliberis itself, in another 
canon ®°, introducing the Saturday fast into Spain, which before 
was used to be a festival, for that reason calls it a fast of super- 
position, because it was newly taken into use in Spain, after the 
example of the Church at Rome. But if this conjecture about 
monthly and superpository fasts be not satisfactory, every 
reader is at liberty to judge for himself upon better hght and 
information. 
The origi- (7%. Some think the Ember weeks, or ordination fasts, were 
pal of the the same with the fasts of the four seasons, and therefore 
weeks, or commonly take it for granted, that what proves the one, proves 
noma the other also. But I have formerly had occasion to show *), 
that for several ages there were no certain times of ordination 
settled by the Church, but that she ordained persons to all 
offices and degrees at any times, as the necessity of affairs 
required. And when the fasts of the four seasons were first 
instituted, they were appointed for other ends, and not upon 
the account of ordinations: because the ordinations in the 
Church of Rome were still performed in December only, after 


78 C. Turon. 2. c. 18. [al. 17.) ‘Toto Augusto manicationes fiant, 
(t.5. p.856.) Post Quinquagesimam quia festivitates sunt et misse. 
tota hebdomada ex asse (a. exacte|] [See before, b. 13. ch. 13. 8.9. Vv. 4. 
jejunent. Postea usque ad Kalendas p. 549., where the term manicationes 
Augusti ter in septimana jejunent is explained by Mahillon, out of 
secunda, quarta et sexta die, ex- <Aimoinus, as meaning the early 
ceptis his, qui aliquainfirmitate con- matins, or morning service, without 
stricti sunt. In Augusto, quia quo- any psalms. Ep. 
tidie missz sanctorum sunt, pran- 80 C. 26. (t. 1. p. 973 d.) Errorem 
dium habeant. In Septembri toto placuit corrigi, ut omni Sabbati die 
et Octobri et Novembni, sicut prius [iejunioruin superpositionem cele- 
dictum est, ter in septimana. yremus. 

“9 Ibid. c. 19. [al.18.] (p.857b.) 8! B.4. ch.6. 8.6. v. 2. p. 82. 
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the fasts of the four seasons were in use, till Simplicius, about 
the year 467, added February to December. This is noted 
by Amalarius Fortunatus, as I have shown before ®*, and Mr. 
Wharton 83 tells us, he found the same remark made by Ivo 
Carnotensis in a manuscript book of his Ecclesiastical Offices. 
The Council of Mentz®, in the time of Charles the Great, 
mentions the fasts of the four seasons, and fixes them to the 
first week in March, the second week in June, the third week 
in September, and the week in December that comes im- 
mediately before Christmas-day ; but yet says nothing of their 
being Ember weeks, or the fasts of ordination. And some 
think Gregory VII. was the first that ordered the ordination 
fasts and the fasts of the four seasons to concur exactly 
together ; before which time, as the seasons of ordination 
were arbitrary and moveable, so were the fasts that depended 
on them, which were always of use in the Church, though not 
always fixed to four certain seasons. 

8. About the middle of the fifth century there was a new The origi- 
fast begun in France by Mamercus, Bishop of Vienna, under Dacca 
the name of the Litany [Litanies], or Rogation days, which fast. 
were the three days immediately before Ascension-day, in the 
middle of Pentecost. The affixing of a fast to these days was 
altogether new, because heretofore the whole fifty days of 
Pentecost were one entire festival, and all fasting and kneeling 
were prohibited at this time, as has been shown in the last 
Book ®>. Supplications or litanies were in use before upon 
extraordinary occasions, but Mamercus was the first that 
fixed them to these days: and many Churches in the West 
followed his example, as Sidonius Apollinaris*® informs us. 


82 De Offic. Eccles. 1.2. c.1. See 
b. 4. ch. 6. 8.6. v. 2. p. 84. n. 26. 

8 Auctar. ad Usser. Hist. Dog- 
mat. de Scriptura et Sacris Verna- 
culis. (p. 363.) See ibid. at the end 
of n. 26. 

84 C. 34. De Quatuor Temporibus 
observandis. (t. 7. p. 1249 e.) Con- 
stituimus, ut quatuor tempora anni 
ab omnibus cum jejunio observen- 
tur, id est, in mense Martio hebdo- 
mada prima: et feria quarta et sexta 
et Sabbato veniant omnes ad eccle- 
siam, hora nona, cum litaniis ad 
missarum solemnia. Similiter in 


mense Junio hebdomada secunda, 
feria quarta et sexta et Sabbato jeju- 
netur usque ad horam nonam, et a 
carne ab omnibus abstineatur. Simi- 
liter in mense Septembrio tertia, et in 
mense Decembrio hebdomada, que 
fuerit plena ante vigiliam Natalis 
Domini, sicut est in Romana ec- 
ig ee 
. 20. ch. 6. 8. 3. p. 331. 

8 L. 5. Ep. 14. (>. fos Quid- 
quid illud est, quod vel otio, vel 
negotio vacas, in urbem tamen .... 
rogationum contemplatione revoca- 
bere: quorum nobis solemnitatem 


i 
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But the Spanish Churches chose rather to stick by the old 
custoin of keeping Pentecost an entire festival: and therefore 
the Council of Girune *7 ordered ‘ that this fast of the Roga-. 
tion days should rather be kept in the week after Pentecost, 
and appointed another such Litany or Rogation fast to be kept 
on the Kalends or first day of November,’ which is now become 
the festival of All Saints transferred from Trinity Sunday. 
The fifth and sixth Councils of Toledo *> appointed another 
Litany fast to be kept on the Ides or thirteenth day of 


December. 


And the seventeenth Council of Toledo, anno 


694, made a more gencral decree °°, ‘that such Litanics or 


rimus Mamercus pater, et ponti- 
ex, reverentissimo exemplo, utilis- 
simo experimento, invenit, instituit, 
invexit. Erant quidem prius (quod 
salva fidei pace sit dictum) vage, 
tepentes, in requentesque, utque sic 
dixerim, obscitabunde supplicati- 
ones, Que spe interpellantium 
prandiorum obicibus hebetabantur, 
maxime aut imbres, aut serenitatem 
deprecature, ad quas (ut nihil am- 
pire dicam) figulo pariter atque 
ortulano non oportuit convenire. 
In his autem, quas suprafatus sum- 
mus sacerdos nobis et protulit pari- 
ter et contulit, jejunatur, oratur, 
sallitur, fletur.—L. 7. Ep. 1. ad 
amercum. (p. 409.) Solo invecta- 
rum te auctore Rogationum palpa- 
mur auxilio, quibus inchoandis in- 
stituendisque populus Arvernus, etsi 
non effectu pari, affectu certe non 
impari ccepit initiari. 
WC. 2. (t. 4. p. 1568 a.) De lita- 
nia, ut, expleta solemnitate Pente- 
costes, sequens septimana, a quinta 
feria usque in Sabbatum, per hoc 
triduum abstinentia celebretur.—C. 
3. (ibid. b.) Item secundz litanie 
aciende sunt Kalendis Novembris, 
ea tamen conditione servata, ut si 
lisdem diebus Dominica interces- 
serit, in alia hebdomada, secundum 
prioris abstinentiz observantiam, a 
quinta feria incipiantur, et in Sab- 
bati vespere [al. Sabbato] missa 
facta finiantur. Quibus tamen die- 
bus a carnibus et a vino abstinen- 
dum decrevimus. 
% Tolet. 5. c. 1. (t.5. p. 1735 e.) 


Scilicet ut in cuncto regno a Deo 
sibi concesso specialis et propria 
hec religiosa omni tempore te- 
neatur observantia, ut a die Iduum 
Decembrium litaniz triduo usque 
[al. ubique] annua successione per- 
agantur, et indulgentia delictorum 
lacrymis impetretur, &c.—Tolet. 6. 
(ibid. p. 1742 d.)..... Universalis 
auctoritate censemus concilii, ut hi 
dies litaniarum, qui in synodo pre- 
missa sunt instituti, eodem in tem- 
pore, quo jussi sunt excoli, annuo 
recursu omni observatione habean- 
tur celeberrimi, ut pro illis, quibus 
nunc usque simul implicati sumus 
delictis, sit nostra expiatio ante ocu- 
los Dei Omnipotentis. 

8 C. Tolet. c. 6. (t.6. p. 1367 b.) 
Quanquam priscorum patrum insti- 
tutio, jer totum annum, per singu- 
lorum mensium cursum, ltaniarum 
vota decreverit persolvenda, nec ta- 
men specialiter pro quibus causis id 
ipsum sit peragendum, tamen, quia 
couperante humani generis adver- 
sario, multa inolevit oberrandi con- 
suetudo, et jurisjurandi transgressio, 
ideo secundum Evangelistam, qui 
ait, Vigilate et orate, ne intretis in 
tentationem, in commune statuentes 
decernimus, ut deinceps per totum 
annum, in cunctis duodecim mensi- 
bus, per universas Hispania et Gal- 
liarum provincias, pro statu eccle- 
sic Dei, pro incolumitate principis 
nostri, atque salvatione populi, et 
indulgentia totius peccati, et a 
cunctorum fidelium cordibus ex- 
pulsione Diaboli, exomologesis vo- 
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Rogations should be used in every month throughout the 
year.’ And under this head of monthly fasts, we may conclude 
that the Rogation fast of Pentecost, though not received at 
first, might perhaps come at last to be admitted in the Spanish 
Churches: which yet is not indisputably certain, because Wala- 
fridus Strabo %, who lived a whole age after this Council, 
observes of them, ‘that they refused to keep any fast in 
Pentecost, but put it off till afterward, because it is written 9, 
“The children of the bridechamber cannot fast, so long as the 
bridegroom is with them.”’ But whether he made this obser- 
vation of the Spanish Church as it was in his own time, or as 
it was in former times when the Council of Girone forbad all 
fasting in Pentecost, is a little doubtful: and therefore I con- 
tent myself with bare hinting the thing here %, and leave it 
as a matter under dispute, that may admit of further in- 
qury. For the Greek Church the thing seems more un- 
contested, that they never had any Rogation fast in the time 
of Pentecost. For besides the silence of all the ancient Greek 
writers about it, Leo Allatius 93, who was originally a Greek, 
assures us, ‘that the present Greek Church knows nothing of 
the three Rogation days before Ascension; neither have they 
any stated fasts between Easter and Pentecost, no not so much 
as the half-fasts of Wednesdays and Fridays, which were ob- 
served as stationary days in all other parts of the year.’ And 
both he % and Gretser 9° reprove those who ascribe the obser- 


tis gliscentibus celebrentur: qua- §% De Dominicis et Hebdomadi- 


tenus dum generalem Omnipotens 
Dominus afflictionem perspexerit, et 
delictis omnibus miseratus indul- 
ggeat, et szvientis Diaboli incita- 
menta ab animis omnium procul 
efficiat. 

# De Offic. Eccles. c. 28. (ap. 
Bibl. Max. t. 15. p. 198 a. 4.) Hispa- 
ni autem propter hoc, quod scrip- 
tum est, Non possunt filit sponsi 
lugere, quamdiu cum tilis est spon- 
sus, infra Quinquagesimam Paschz 
recusantes jejunare, litanias suas 
post Pentecosten posuerunt, quinta, 
sexta, et septima feriis ejusdem heb- 
domadis, eas facientes. 

91 [See Matth. 9,15. Mark 2, 19. 
Luke 5, 34. Ep.| 

92 See more of this Rogation fast, 
b. 13. ch. I. 8. 10. Vv. 4. p. 279. 


bus Greecor. n. 23. (p. 1456.) Roga- 
tiones triduane ante Ascensionem 
Domini Grecis ignote sunt, nec 
ulla habent stata jejunia inter Pas- 
cha et Pentecosten.... Immo vero, 
cum in aliis hebdomadis feria quarta 
et sexta jejunium precipiatur, ea 
jejunia iis etiam feriis solvere con- 
cessum est. 

94 [Ibid. (p. 1456.) Nomen ([&a- 
xatyngivov| habuit ex sanctissimo 
resurrectionis Christi triumpho, quo 
omnia renovantur, instaurantur, et 
meliorem in statum reducuntur. 
Hinc apparet, quantum aberrent ii, 
qui nullo veterum scriptorum testi- 
monio fido 8caxoiwnotpoyv scribunt ; 
multoque enormius, qui dtaxevicr- 
pov, quasi diceres exinanittons di- 
catum, quia per illud tempus exina- 


The origi- 
nal of these 


fasts. 


\ 
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vation of the Rogation fast to them, upon a mistaken ground, 
as if the word dvaxawynowos, which signifies the week after 
Easter, or the week of renovation, was to be read, d:axeviowuos, 
the week of maceration or fasting, supposing it to be the 
week of the Rogation fast, when indeed there never was any 


such fast in use among them. 


So that as this fast was of no 


long standing in the Western Church, nor universally received 
there, so it is plain the Eastern Church knew nothing of it, but 
always kept Pentecost an entire festival, according to the an- 
cient and general rule of the Church. 


CHAP. UL. 


Of the weekly fasts of Wednesdays and Fridays, or the 
stationary days of the ancient Church. 


1. Tuvs far we have considered the annual fasts of the 
ancient Church, which were kept at their stated times in the 


revolution of every year. 


Beside these they had their weekly 


fasts on Wednesdays and Fridays, called the stationary daya, 
and half-fusts, and fasts of the fourth and sixth days of the 
week, by the Latins feria quarta et sexta, and by the.Greeks 


U4 
TeTpas Kal TapacKeEvi). 


time of Clemens Alexandrinus and Tertullian. 


These are certainly as ancient as the 


For Clemens, 


describing his Gnostic, or perfect Christian, says ', * He under- 


niunt sua corpora et macerant, ora- 
tur! Deum pro commoditate anni, 
et volunt esse hebdomadem roga- 
tionum ; quos optiine refellit Gret- 
serus in Codinum, 1. 3. c. 9. 

% In Codin. Observat. 1. 3. c¢. 9. 
(ap. Corp. Byzant. Scriptor. t. 2. 
p. 212.) Male .... Junius in notis 
Interpretatur €B8opnadu dSraxaivnat- 
pov. Male etiam rationem nominis 
reddeng, ait, eam dici, Staxevioipor, 
exinanitioni dictam, quia per illud 
tempus exinaniunt sua corpora et 
macerant, oraturi Deum pro com- 
moditute annt. Primum, non scri- 
bendum dtaxevioupos, sed S:axatvn- 
giysos, ut habent exemplaria Alex- 
andri, Rituales Libri Graecorum, et 
Codex Bibliothece Augustane MS. 
quo continentur Evangelia, diebus 
sacris prelegi solita, quorum ini- 


tium, Ty tpity ths Staxawnoipov. 
Quocirca hebdomas trys dtaxawwy- 
givov dicitur, quasi septimana re- 
novationis, rov dtaxawtopov, quum, 
Christo resurgente, omnia reno- 
vata et instaurata fuerint. Secun- 
do, tantum abest, ut hec hebdo- 
mas ab exinanitione jejunantiumque 
inedia nomen invenerit, ut tota illa 
hebdomade jejunium solvere mo- 
ris fuerit. Testis Balsamon (in Can. 
59. Apost.) qui, cum percenswisset 
dies quibus jejunandum est, excipit 
uartos dies, et Parasceues seu fe- 
rias sextas, que sunt mpo THs arro- 
Kpeov, Seu amdxpew, ante carnispri- 
vium: et que sunt mpo ts rupoda- 
you, et hebdomadem ris dcaxaunoi- 


pov. 
1 Stromat. 7. (p. 877. 12.) Olde 
autos xual THs woTeias Ta aiviypara 
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stands the mystery of the fasts of the fourth and sixth days, 
which are called by the names of Mercury and Venus among 
the Gentiles: he therefore fasts all his life from covetousness 
and lust ;’ meaning that those were the peculiar vices of Mer- 
cury and Venus among the Heathen. Not long after, Tertul- 
lian?, disputing against some who were against all religious 
observation of times and seasons, because of those words of 
the Apostle, (Gal. 4, 5.) “Ye observe days and months and 
times and years,” thus refutes them from the practice and 
observation of the whole Church: ‘If the Apostle has wholly 
cancelled all observation of times and days, and months and 
years, why do we celcbrate the Pasch in its annual return and 
revolution? Why do we spend the fifty days after in perpetual 
joy? Why do we set apart the fourth and sixth days of the 
week for our stations, and the Parasceue (or Friday) for our 
fasts” In lke manner Origen, ‘ We have the forty days of 
Lent consecrated to fasting: we have the fourth and sixth 
days of the week on which we observe our solemn fasts.’ And 
Victorinus the Martyr *, who lived in the latter end of the 
third century, speaks of both these days as religiously ob- 
served with fasting, either till nine o’clock, that is, three in 
the afternoon, or till evening, or by a superposition *, as they 
called it. to the next day. And he particularly tells us, they 
observed Friday as a stationary day, because it was the Passion 
of our Lord Jesus Christ. Which is also noted by Peter, 
Bishop of Alexandria, who lived in the same age, and died 
a martyr a little after in the Diocletian persecution. For thus 


Toy nuEepoy TouTwy, tTHS Terpados xal 
tis Llapaoxevns, A\eyo’ emibnuifovrat 
yap, 1 pév “Eppov, 9 8¢ “Adpodirns: 
avrixa ynoreve: kata tov Biov didap- 
yupias te dpov cat grAndovias, && 
&y ai maga éxdvorrat Kaxiat. 

2 De Jejun. c. 14. (p. 552 b.)... 
Si omnem in totum devotionem 
temporum et dierum et mensium 
et umnorum erasit Apostolus, cur 
Pascha celebramus in annuo cir- 
culo, in mense primo? cur quin- 
quaginta exinde diebus in omni ex- 
ultatione decurrimus? cur stationi- 
bus guartam et sextam eabbati di- 
camuas, et jejuniis Parasceuen? 

3 Hom. ro. in Levit. t. 1. p. 159. 


BINGHAM, VOL. VII. 


(t. 2. p. 246 d.) Habemus Quadra- 
esime dies jejuniis consecratos. 
abemus quartam et sextam sep- 

timane dies, quibus solemniter je- 

junamus. 

4 De Fabrica Mundi. (ap. Cave, 
Hist. Liter. t. 1. p. 103.) Nunc ra- 
tio veritatis ostenditur, quare dies 
quartus Tetras nuncupatur; quare 
usque ad horam nonam jejunamus, 
usque ad vesperam, aut superpositio 
usque in alterum diem fiat. . .Sextus 
dies Parasceue appellatur: hoc quo- 

ue die ob passionem Domini Jesu 
hristi, aut stationem Deo, aut je- 
junium facimus. — 

> See ch. 1. 8. 25. p. 425. 


ag 
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he speaks in one of his Canons®: ‘ Let no one blame us for 
observing the fourth day of the week, and the parasceue, or 
day of preparation, (viz. Friday, or the sixth day,) on which 
days we have a rational appointment to fast from ancient 
tradition : on the fourth day, because the Jews conspired to 
betray our Lord ; and on the preparation, or sixth day, because 
then our Lord suffered for us.’ 


chal og 2. Many other such testimonies occur in the writers of the 
their insti. fourth and following ages, St. Basil’, St. Jerom*, St. Austin”, 
tution 


Epiphanius", and the authors of the Apostolical Canons and 
Constitutions'?: but those already alleged are most pertinent 
to show the antiquity of the observation. Some derive the ori- 
ginal of these fasts from apostolical institution. So Epiphanius 
and the author of the Constitutions; which, as a learned per- 
son}3 rightly observes, ‘is a good argument of their antiquity, 


6 ©. 1g. ap. Bevereg. Pandect. 
t. 2. part I. p. 23. (CC. t.1. p. 968 c.) 
Ou éeyxadéce Ts np Traparnpoupe- 
vois Tetpada rai Tapacxeuny, év ais 
cal ynorevew npiv xara mapadooty 
evAdyos TpowereTaKTo’ my pe yap 
Terpdda dia 7d yevopevoy ovpBovhtov 
Und Ta "Tovdaicv emt TH mapaboaia 
tov Kupiov, thy d€ Tapacxeuny, ore 
auros Umép nuav emabe, x.T. Xd. 

7 Ep. 289. [al. 93.] ad Caesar. 
Patric. (t. 3. part. 1. p. 267 d.) 
“Hpeis peév rovye TéTapTov Kad’ éxa- 
ory éB8opnada Kowwvoupey” ev t7 Kv- 
ptaxy, ev 7 Terpad, kat ev TH Tlapa- 
oxeun, Kat T@ LZaB8Zaro. 

8 In Gal. 4. (t. 7. p. 456d.) Si 
dies observare non ficet, et menses, 
et ternpora, et annos, nos quoque 
simile crimmen incurrimus, quartam 
sabbati observantes, et Parasceuen, 
&e. 

9 Ep. 86. [al. 36.] ad Casulan. 
(t. 2. pp. 68, seqq.) See also n. 14, 
follawing. 

10 Heer. Aérian. n. 6. (t. 1. 
p.g10 b.) Tine Be ou gupTepavnrat € €v 
Tact kKipage TS olxouperns, ort Te- 
Tpas Kal Ipoca3sarov vyoTeia €or 
€v 7 exxhnoig plo penn 5 Ei b€ wai 
xen TO THs Grardgews Ta@y ‘Atroarohwy 
A€ yey, TAS exer apiCovro Terpdda, Kat 
TpooasBaroy vyoreiay Osa Tavros, yo- 
pis Tevrnxoorys ;— Expos. Fid. n. 22. 


7° 
fe) 


(t. 1. p. 1104 ¢, d.) Luvd£es Ge emre- 
Aovpevar ray Oetcai elow amd rev Aro- 
ord\wy, Terpadt, cat TpooaBSare, 
kai Kupiaxi. Terpade 8é nai év IIpo- 
caBBary € €v myoreia €ws Spas €vvarns” 
eneiOiymep émipwoKxoven Terpad& ovv- 
eAnpbOn 6 Kuptos, Kai T@ TpocaSsary 
€atavpa6n, kai mapéBaxay oi *Atd- 
oToAot ev Tavrats vyoreias Emre Et- 
vOa, m\npoupevov Tou pytou, "Ore 
oTav arrapOn am’ auraey 6 vuprios, 
Tdre vnoTevoovow ey éxeivats Tais 
neEpaus ever Kat &¢ dAov bev TOU 
érous ” moteia PuAatrrerat ev TH av- 
TH ayia xadodiKy exkAngia, Pmpi de 
Terpadr Kal HpocaSsare, €ws ampas 
evvarns, diya povys THIS Tlevrnxoarns 
oXns TOV TevTnKOYTa npEpav, ev ais 
oure yovurdioiat yivovrat, ovre yyno- 
shy opera. 
1'C.69. See before, ch. r. s. 14. 

p. 409. n. 75. 

l2 L. 5. ¢. 15. (Cotel. v. 1. p. 319.) 
Terpada. Segal Tapackeuny Tpooe- 
rakev nuiw vnorevery" Thy Se duct ryv 
mpodociav, thy d€ Gta to wabos.— 
L. 7. ¢. 23. (ibid. p- 369.) Ai be 
vyoreiat UROY YN) forwcay peTA THY 
UmoxpiT@v’ yyoTEvoUTt yap Gevrepa 
caS3arwr kat wépTTy Upers b€ 7) Tas 
TEVTE vyotevoarte npepas, 7) Terpada 
kat [lapackevny. 

I$ Beveridge: Cod. Can. Vindicat. 
1. 3. c. 10. s. 2. (Cotel. v. 2. p.171-) 
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seeing those authors could derive them from no other fountain 
but apostolical institution.’ However, St. Austin does not carry 
the matter so high, but rather accounts them an appointment 
of the Church upon reasons taken out of the Gospel. ‘ This 
reason,’ says he'+, ‘may be given why the Church fasts chiefly 
on the fourth and sixth days of the week, because it appears, 
upon considering the Gospel, that on the fourth day, which we 
commonly call feria quarta, the Jews took counsel to kill our 
Lord; and on the sixth day our Lord suffered: for which rea- 
son the sixth day is rightly appointed a fast.’ Peter, bishop 
of Alexandria's, assigns the same reason for the observation of 
these fasts, and so does the author of the Apostolical Constitu- 
tions, and Victorinus Martyr, in the passages already cited '®. 
So that whatever original these fasts had in point of time, the 
Ancients seem generally to agree in the reason of their insti- 
tution, that they were made fasts in regard to our Saviour’s 
being betrayed and crucified on these days, which the Churches 
thought proper to be kept in perpetual remembrance, by the 
return of a weekly observation. 

3. But we are to note, that these fasts, being of continual How they 
use every weck throughout the year, except in the fifty days nab 
between Easter and Pentecost, were not kept with that rigour Lent fast 
and strictness which was observed in the time of Lent. For care 
the Lent fast, as has been shown before”, commonly held till point of 
evening every day that it was observed: but these weekly 
fasts ordinarily held no longer than nine o’clock, that 1s, three 
in the afternoon, unless any chose voluntarily to protract them 
till the evening, or by a superposition (as Victormus Martyr? 
phrases it) extended them to the morning of the next day. 

And for this reason they are commonly spoken of by the dis- 
tinguishing names of stationes et semieyunia, stations and 
half-fasts ; because on these days they continued the church- 


Has autem Constitutiones longe 
ante Epiphanium exstitisse, ex eo 
satis patet, quod ab ipso sub Apo- 
stolorum nomine laudentur. 

14 Ep. 86. [al. 36. ] ad Casulan.c. 13. 
(p. 80 c.) Cur autem quarta et sexta 
maxime jejunet ecclesia, illa ratio 
reddi videtur, quod, consideratu 
Evangelio, ipsa quarta sabbati, quam 
vulgo quartam feriam vocant, con- 


silium reperiuntur ad occidendum 
Dominum fecisse Judei. Inter- 
misso autem uno die,... passus est 
Dominus, quod nemo ambigit, sexta 
sabhbati : quapropter et ipsa sexta 
recte jejunio deputatur. 

15 C. 15. Seen. 6, preceding. 

16 See nn. 4 and 12, preceding. 

7 See ch. 1. 8.16. p. 411. 

18 See n. 4, preceding. 


@ag2 


452 The weekly fasts of XXIV 


assemblies till three o'clock in the afternoon, and no longer ; 
whereas a perfect and complete fast was never reckoned to 
end before evening. 

Tertullian often speaks of them under these covert appella- 
tions in many places besides that already cited. In one place!” 
he styles them stationum semijejunia, the half-fasts of the 
stations. In other places'* he distinguishes three sorts of ab- 
stinence, under the names of jejunationes, xerophagie, and 
stationes. Where by jejunationes he understands the complete 
Jasts, which held till evening; by xerophagie, the abstaining 
from flesh and living upon dry meats; and by stationes, the 
fasts till nine o'clock ; which he therefore calls'9 ‘ officia re- 
cusati vel recisi vel retardati pabuli, the offices of wholly 
refusing meat till evening, or retrenching it to live upon dry 
meats, (bread and water), or retarding the meal till nine 
o'clock.’ And again», ‘ the bridling of the appetite, per nullas 
interdum, vel seras, vel aridas escas, either by wholly ab- 
staining from meat till evening, or by deferring the meal to a 
late hour, (that is, three in the afternoon,) or by abstaining 
from flesh, and feeding only upon dry meats,’ (bread and 
water.) In all which distinctions any one may plainly discern, 
that the stations and half-fasts are put to denote the weekly 
fasts of Wednesdays and Fridays, which among the Catholics 
held only till nine o’clock, though Tertullian and the Mon- 
tanists pleaded stiffly for having them protracted till the even- 
ing, urging a new revelation and authority from the Holy 
Ghost for such imposition. But the Church kept constant to 
her ancient practice, continuing these fasts to Ree o'clock, and 
no longer, as appears from the account which Epiphanius”! 


17 De Jejun. c.13. See before, ut, dum recensemus secundum utn- 


ch. 1. 8. 2. p. 383. n. 11. 

18 Tbid. c. 1. (p. 544 b.) Arguunt 
nos, [nempe Psychici] quod jejunia 
propria custodiamus ; quod statio- 
nes plerumque in vesperam produ- 
camus; quod etiam xerophagias ob- 
servemus, siccantes cibum ab omni 
carne, et omni jurulentia, et uvidio- 
ribus quibusque pomis; ne quid 
vinositatis vel edamus vel poteimus. 
—C. 11. (p. 550 b.) Propterea per 
singulas direximus species jejuna- 
tionum, xerophagiarum, stationum, 


usque T'estamenti paraturam, quan- 
tum proficiant recusati vel recisi vel 
retardati pabuli officia, eos retunda- 
mus qui hec velut vacantia infir- 
mant. 

19 Tbid.c.11. See the last part 
of the preceding note. 

20 Ibid. c. 1. (p. 544 a.)... Disci- 
plinam ... gule frenos induentem 
per nullas interdum vel seras vel 
aridas escas. 

21 Expos. Fid. n. 22. See s. 2, 
the second part of n. 10, preceding. 
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gives of them in his own time, speaking of the customs of the 
¢ atholic Church : ‘On the fourth and sixth days of the week,’ 
says he, ‘we continue fasting to the ninth hour.’ And again??, 
‘On the fourth and sixth days throughout the whole year, ex- 
cept in the fifty days of Pentecost, a fast is kept in the holy 
Catholic Church to the ninth hour.’ And therefore Pruden- 
tius?’, describing the passion of Fructuosus, a Spanish bishop 
and inartyr, brings him in thus answering for himself: ‘We 
keep fast to-day, I cannot drink: the ninth hour is not yet 
come.’ Where he plainly refers to the hour of the day, to 
which these stationary fasts continued. And in another place?! : 
‘It is now near the ninth hour, and the sun begins to decline : 
three parts of the day are scarce ended, and the fourth re- 
mains. We now offer up our prayers and receive the eucha- 
rist, and then we break off our festival and go to our ordinary 
refreshment.’ In which words the festival denotes one of these 
stationary-days, on which they held religious assemblies in the 
church, offered up their devotions, received the eucharist, and 
then at nine o’clock broke up the assembly, and went to their 
ordinary meal. 

4. And hence we learn, that these stationary days were not With what 
only observed with fasting, but with religious assemblies, and ral 
solemn devotions in the church, with receiving the eucharist, observed. 
and the usual service of the Lord’s-day in all particulars, save 
that the sermon perhaps was omitted, which was never omitted 
on tle Lord’s-day. St. Ambrose, exhorting his hearers to ob- 
serve the usual fasts of the Church, gives a like account of the 
service of these stationary days. For the fast of Lent, he ex- 
horts them? ‘to put off their meal to the end of the day, be- 
cause that was the regular way of observing Lent; but there 
were many other days on which they were to come to church 


22 See ibid., the last part of n. 10, 
preceding. 

23 Peristeph. Hymn. 6. vv. 54, 
55. (v. 1. p. 27 9°) Jejunams, ait, 
recuso potum. Nondam nona diem 
resignat hora. 

Id. Cathemer. Hymn. 8. vv. 9 
—16. (ibid. p. 119.) 
Nona submissum rotat hora solem, 
Partibus vixdum tribus evolutis, 
Quarta devexo superest in axe 
Portio lucis. 


Nos, brevis voti dape vindicata, 

Solvimus festum, fruimurque mensis 

Affatim plenis, quibus imbuatur 
Plena voluptas. 

25 Serm. in Ps. 118. 62. (t.1. p. 
1073 d. n. 48.) Differ aliquantulum, 
non longe est finis diei. Immo pleri- 
que sunt ejusmodi dies, ut statim 
meridianis horis adveniendum sit in 
ecclesiam, canendi hymni, celebranda 
oblatio. 
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presently after noon, and sing their hymns, and celebrate the 
oblation or eucharist, and then their fast was ended.’ In which 
words, as he plainly intimates that the fast of the stationary 
days was shorter than that of Lent, so he expressly affirms, 
that on those days they held religious assemblies at church in 
the afternoon, and there exercised themselves in singing of 
hymns and receiving the eucharist. Which is the same account 
as is given by Tertullian, St. Basil, and Socrates, as I have had 
occasion to note clsewhere, only with this difference, that So- 
crates says, at Alexandria they had sermons on these days, and 
all the other service of the Church, but not the communion ; in 
which that Church was singular and differing from the practice 
of all other Churches. 
How the 5. However, this difference in this matter, nor in any other 
Carnie customs and usages of the like nature, raised no dispute in the 
tanists dis- Catholic Church, because the things were indifferent in them- 
Ao wee selves, and the Church always practised them with a Just re- 
ation of = gard to Christian liberty, having no express command for them 
— in the word of God. The Church never tied them upon men’s 
consciences as divine injunctions, but only as laudable, eccle- 
siastical institutions; or, at most, as customs descending from 
ancient tradition, and, im the opinion of some, from apostolical 
practice. Therefore, though the greatest persons readily ob- 
served them, as Socrates?’ ere of Theodosius Junior, that 
he fasted often, especially upon Wednesdays and Fridays, which 
he did with an carnest desire dkpws Xpiotravivery, to live up to 
the height of Christian perfection; yet if men’s infirmities or 
employments would not suffer them to go so far as others in 
the observation of these days, a just allowance was made, and 
no severity of ecclesiastical censure, further than admonition, 
passed upon them. The clergy, indeed, bishops, presbyters, 
and deacons, and all inferior orders belonging to the Church, 
are by some Canons?* obliged to observe these and other fasts, 
under pain of deposition and degradation: and this was thought 
not unreasonable, because they had ordinarily no other employ- 


26 B. 13. ch.9. 8.2. Vv. 4. p.5 Kadoupevas Terpadas Kat Tlapuoevas 
“14.7. ¢. 21. (v. 2. p. 309. 1.) nuepas’ Kut TOUTO emolet, Gxpws Xpt- 
Kaprepos de ouTws mY, @s Kal Kpvos ottavife eamovdaxas. 
Kai Katya yevvaios vmopeverv’ vq “3 Apost. 69. See before, ch. 1. 
i orevew Té Ta TOAAG, kal pddtora Tas 8.14. Pp. 409. N. 75. 
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ment but assiduously to attend the service of the Church. But 
even this would not satisfy the wild and enthusiastic rigour of 
the Montanists. For they extended these fasts from morning 
till evening, and would oblige all men to observe them in that 
extent, not as ordinary usages and customs of the Church, but 
as necessary and indispensable divine injunctions, lately given 
to the world by the new inspiration of the Holy Ghost speaking 
in their great prophet Montanus ; who, as they pretended, had 
authority from God to give more perfect laws and rules of liv- 
ing to the Church than any that were delivered by the 
Apostles. This was the dispute between them and the Church, 
as appears from Tertullian’s Book De Jeyuniis, adversus Psy- 
chicos, Of Fasting, against the Carnal, as he slanderously and 
contumeliously terms the Catholics, whilst he wrote against the 
Church in defence of the new hypothesis of the Montanists. 
The dispute was not, whether the Church had an ordinary 
power to appoint days of fasting proper for her own edification. 
For this she always claimed and practised, as appears from this 
whole account that has been given of her fasts; and also from 
what Tertullian says concerning them29: ‘that the bishops of 
the Church, besides the stated and ordinary annual and weekly 
fasts, were wont sometimes to enjoin their respective charges 
to observe certain occasional fasts upon emergent necessities of 
the Church.’ But the Montanists pretended to impose their new 
fasts as divine laws, by special direction of the Holy Ghost. 
And therefore it was, that Apollonius, an ancient ecclesiastical 
writer, mentioned by Eusebius®°, charged Montanus as setting 
up for a lawgiver in imposing fasts. Which tmposing fasts by 
@ luw must import his presuming to command fasts as of ne- 
Cessary obligation by divine precept, and as peculiar dictates 
from the new pretended inspirations of the Holy Ghost. For 
Otherwise, the bishops of the Church would have been charge- 
able with the same crime ; because it is certain they appointed 
fasts, both occasional and constant, yet with just liberties of 
human laws, for the benefit and edification of the Church. And 
herein, I conceive, consisted the true difference between them. 


2 De Jejun. c. 13. (p. 551 ¢.) ... 30 L. 5. c. 18. (v. 1. p. 233. 38.) 
Episcopi universe plebi mandare je- Odrdés eorw....6 moreias voobern- 


junia assolent... interdum exaliqua gas. 
solicitudinis ecclesiastice causa. 





